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“ Where the supreme authority, mot content with winking at the rapacity of its inferior iasur@ments, is so 
“ shameless and ¢orrupt as openly te give bounties and premiums for disobedience to its Jaws ; when it will 
** not trust to the activity of avarice in the pursnit of its own galus ; when it secures public robbery by all 
“« che careful jealousy and attention, with Which it ought to protect property from such violence; the com- 
« monwealth then is become totally pervertéd front its purposes ; neither Ged nor man will long endure it ; 
‘* nor will it long endare itself; far, im that case, there is an unnatural infection, a pestilential mint ferment - 
** ing in the Constivution of society, which. fever and convulsions of some kind or other must throw olf,” 





Burke.» Speech on the Nabob of Arcet’s Debts, 28 Feb. 1785. 





833] 
LORD MELVILLE & MR. PITT’S 
CONDUCT. 

The Report of the Select Committee, upon 
the matters relating to the conduct of Lord 
Melville and’ Mr. Pitt, was laid before the 
Houseof Commons on the 27th ultimo: it has 
since been printed by order of that House, 
and is now published for the information of 
the peoplé.——-The Heport of any commit- 
tee, appointed for a purpose like the present, 
is, Comparatively, of little importarice, when 
the whole “of the minutes Of the Evidence 
accompauy it, the report itself being merely: 
a summary of der evidence, If is, indeed, 
something of the nature of the summing up 
of a judge, ‘at the close of an examination} 
but, it is less necessary, because the ‘juty 
have no mintites of the evidence, which, in 
the ptesesit:imstance, we have: and, ‘if the 
summing up, and explanations of a report of 
2 committee may, in any case, be dispensed 
with, they ‘surely may ‘in this case ; €spe- 


cially wher we ‘recollect all the circum. | 


stanees, under’ which the commiftee was 
JSormed—<The evidence,therefore, or, at 
least, as much of it ds [have Yoom for, and 
all of it that is very matéfial, 1 am now 
about to insert; and, to every part of it, I 
beg leave to beseech the attention of the 
reader, reminding him, at the same time, 
that, in order clearly to understand, and 
justly to decide upon, the case’of either of 
the persons, whondéw stand acciised before 
him, he must keep in his view the whole 
history of the prosecution, froni the first 
examination of ‘Trotter’to the notice of the 
motion to be made next Tuesday by Mr. 
Whitbread. He must bear in mind, that it 
was in.May, 1804, that'Lord Melville and 
Mr. Pitt turned out the Addingtons, loading 
them with every species of reproach and con- 
tempt; that soon afterwards, June, 1804, 





Mr. Trotter was fitsé examined by the Na- | 


val Cofimissionérs ; that- Lord Melville was 
Written ‘td by those Cominissioners in June, 
1804, an@ was examiried by them on the 
Sth of November, 1864; that almost imme- 
Gately after that examination a coaliticn 
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took place between the Addingtons and 
Lord Melville and Mr. Pitt, which coalition 
Mr. Pitt himself solicited by means of a let-. 
ter conveyed to Mr. Henry Addington 
through Lord Hawkesbury; that this june- 
tion, so formed, so sought for, so humbly 
solicited, by Mr. Pitt, with persons whom he 
bad turned ont under the charge, openly and 
distinctly made, of “* treapacity and inde- 
** cillity,” 
surprise, and was never satisfactorily ‘ac- 
counted for, till the Tenth Report of the Na- 
val Commissioners discovered in how great 
need Mr. Pitt and Lord Melville might stand 
of friendly comfort. When the reader has thus 
refreshed his memory as to the occurrences 
preceding the printing ef the Tenth Report, 
let him look back to the conduct of Mr. Pitt 
previous to the discussion of the 8th of Apzil, 
when the resolution of censure vpon Lord 
Melville was passed; let him not forget that 
itewas Mr. Pitt who brought forward the pro- 
position for receiving the Letter, which Lord 
Melville wrote to the Naval Cotimiszinners 
aftér the priiting of the Tenth Report; Jet 
him not forget, that it was Mr. Pitt, who dis- 
puted: the ground, inch by inch, for Lord 
Melville on the 8th of April, after he had 
read, over and over agiin, the proofs of Lord 
Melville's onduct ; let him not forget; that it 
was Mf. Pitt, who opposed, on the 1th of 
Aprif, the*motion for an address to the King 
to remove Lord Melville from thé privy 
council, aid that, at a subsequent period, he 
fiotified to the House that he had advised the 
King to dismiss ‘his aren because he 
had learn? that*the House wisled it, and be- 
cause he was convinced, that any attempt on 
his part to prevent ‘an‘addréss to the Kjng 
world prove ubértive.” “Let the reader not 
torget these things ; and, let him remem-. 
ber, mocéovér, that when a motion was 
made for the purpose of forming a Spurcr 
Comumirtes. to inquire furtiyr’ into the gjat- 
tetsbroutht to light by the Tenth Report, 
that Mi’. Pitt’ moved and carried arr afnend- 
ment; so restraining the towers of the sid 


! Comynitiee as to-render it very disGetittLor 





excited very great and general | 
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be necessary than a sober and impartial pe- 
rusal of the evidence itself, as here given by 
me. The whole, however, must be read. [t 
must be read, too, with care, and without 
losing sight, for one moment, of the circum. 


them to touch upon any point, calculated 
further to develope the transactions between 
Lord Melville and Mr. Trotter.——As to the 
case of Mr, Pitt himself, let it be remembcr- 
ed, that, though Lord Melville was the man 
who drew up the law, which has now been 
violated, it was Mr. Pitt who caused it to be 
drawn up ; it was Mr. Pitt who introduced it 
to the House of Commons; it was Mr. Pitt 
who boasted, who bragged, of its salutary 
tendency ; it was Mr. Pitt who explained its 
meaning, and who promised the Commons, 
that, in future, all the naval money would 
lie at the Bank of England till the very mo- 
ment it was wanted for the service of the na- 
vy. Let this important fact be kept in 
mind, while the reader is going through the 
evidence of Mr. Pitt, Mr. Raikes, and Lord 
Harrowby ;. and, I beg him to mark well the 
language of the answers of all these persons, 
as well, indeed, as of all the others that were 
examined. As to the Committee, when 
the reader recollects how it was formed and 
composed ; when he recollects, that it was 
formed by ballot, that is to say, by lists sent 
round to the members, whereby he who has 
a majority in the House is sure to have what- 
ever members he chooses upon the commit- 
tee; when the reader recollects this, and ob- 
serves, besides, who were the persons com- 
posing a majority of the committee, he will 
be satisfied, that there has been, on the part 
of the committee, no partiality shown against 
Mr. Pitt and his illustrious friend. The 
heads, under which the swhject divides itself 
are THREE; towit; 1. The participation of 
Lord Melville with Trotter in the profits 
made by an unlawful use of the naval mo- 
ney: 2. Mr. Pitt’s conniving ‘at the with- 
drawing of naval money from the Bank, and 
his unlawfully lending a large sum of the 
said money, to two Joan jobbers, named 
Boyd and Benfield, the latter of whom is the 
famous Paal Benfield, whose memorable 
transactions, in the years 1784 and 1785, 
are recorded in Mr. Burke's Speech upon the 
debts of the Nabob of Arcot: 3. Mr. Pitt's 
conniving at the withdrawing of naval mo- 
ney from the Bank of England to be lodged 
at the banking House of ‘Coutts and Com- 
pany, and, of course, to be made use of for 
purposes of private emolument. ‘These 
ure the THREE HEADS, to one or the other of 
which all the evidence I am now about to 
lay before the reader will be found to relate. 
He should keep them as distinct as possible 
in, his mind.. » He. will find the evidence a 
good deal mixed, of course; but, though I 
shall scarcely reftain from subjoining some 
few observations, I cannot help expressing 
my firm conviction, that ‘nothing mofe will 
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stances above pointed out. When ‘the 
reader has taken a few minutes to refresh his 
memory as to those citcumstances, let him 
sit down to the perusal; and, above al] 
things, let him first banish from his 
mind every party hasten 26 He, doubt- 
less, will, and he ought, to remem- 
ber, that my fixed opinion is, that Mr, 
Pitt's system of administration is hostile to 
the well-being of England; and, of course, 
that I earnestly wish to see that gentleman 
no longer in power ; but, I trust; that no 
one will impute to me a desire so base as that 
of seeing him sink undeservedly covered 
with the infamous charge cf having connived 
at peculation, of having winked at the plun- 
dering of the people and the sovereign, who 
had confided to his hands the guardianship ot 
their treasure. It is difficult, when the 
temptation- presents itself, to avoid taking 
advantage of circumstances favouring one’s 
views of general hostility; and, therefore, 
though, during the whole of the discussions 
connected with this subject, I have endea- 
voured to detach my mind from all extra- 
neous considerations, any reader, who may 
happen to place, generally, reliance upon 
my opinions, will, in this particular instance, 
do well to be upon his guard against them. 
Indeed, my opinions ought here to have no 
weight with him. It is the fact and the ree- 
soning: these cannot be affected by the 
source whence they proceed ; and if in these 
there be found no ground to condemn Mr. 
Pitt, I ought to wish, and I hope I do not 
deceive myself in declaring that I sincerely 
wish, that he may stand clearly acquitted in 
the eyes of all mankind, 





EVIDENCE, 

Reported to the House of Commons, on 
the 2/th of May, 1805, by the Sziect 
CoMMITTEE, appointed to examine into cer- 
tain matters brought to light in the Tenth 
Report of the Commissioners of Naval In- 
quiry, relative to the conduct of 


LORD MELYILLE && MR. PITT. 





EXAMINATION OF ALEXANDER TROTTER 
(LATE PAYMASTER OF THE NAVY), ©% 
THE 3p, 47TH, Gru, 7TH, QTH, 10TH, 
23D, AND 271TH oF MAY, 1805. 

_ 3d of May. Q. State to the com 
mittee what sums were applied to seryices 
not naval, of the monies issued for the se 
vice of the navy under the treasurership 
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Lord Melville, to what amount, and at what 
time? 4. Lord Melville never gave me any 
information upon the application of monies 
issued under such circumstances, and I only 
judge of the sum alluded to having been ap- 
plied to other services, from the circumstance 
of its having been returned by a person act- 
ing in another department of government,— 
Q. What was that sum? 4. 40,000 |. as far 
as I am informed; it was not issued by me. 
. By whom was it issued? 4. I be- 
lieve, by Mr. Wilson, who officiated for me 
during my absence, having been at that time 
in Scotland. Q. What was the date of 
the issue? 4. Iam not enabled to inform 
you with any degree of accuracy, but I think 
it must have been. some time between the 
middle of August and the end of October, in 
the year 1790. Q. Was Mr. Wilson em- 
employed to transact business for you during 
your absence? 4. He was in the habit of 
officiating for me, but not under any regular 
power, when I was absent from the office? 
——. By what authority or power could 
Mr. Wilson issue such 40,0001.? 4. I left 
him in possession of drafts upon the Bank of 
England, signed by myself as attorney to the 
treasurer. Q. Were those drafts filled up 
by yourself for certain sums, or your signa- 
ture left to blanks in Mr. Wilson's posses- 
sion? 4. My signature was affixed to blanks 
Jeft in Mr. Wilson's possession, and which I 
found necessary to carry on the business of 
the Pay Office, to prevent the accident, in 
case of my illness or occasional ahsence, of 
the cashiers making unexpected or sudden 
demands for the public service. Q. Were 
the blanks for the names as well as the sums 
left? A. They were. Q. Had you com- 
hiunications with Mr. Wilson during your 
absence, on the subject of the accounts of the 
Pay Office? A. I had. Q. Are those 
communications .preserved? 4. They are 
hot, as far as I know.——@Q. What is be- 
come of them? 4. Having closed the whole 
of this business in question, I did not think 
It at all necessary to preserve any part of the 
documents relating’ to it. Q. What did 
you do with them ? 4,1 looked upon them as 
Papers of no consequence; and they must 
have been destroyed with other papers, 
Which I may also have looked upon as pa- 
Pers of no consequénce to be preserved. 
Q. Are you “sure they are not now in exist- 
ence? 4.1 am positively certain ; and that 
they never consisted, as far as I know, of 
nore than letters which Mr. Wilson had 
Written to me on the subject duriag my ab- 
scnee.——- 9. Wheti did you destroy them ? 
4.1 cantiot feéolleet, but sgriaiaty more 
One or two years ago; gnd I fancy in 





























1803, when I was out of office ——Q. On 
your return from your absences, did Mr. 
Wilson give you a regular account in writing 
of his transactions in the Navy Pay Office 
during such absences? 4. No; he was not 
in the habit of doing so——~—Q. How then 


what those transactions had been, or what 
the cenduct of Mr. Wilson had been? A. I 
was informed of his transactions, as I havg 
already said, by correspondence with him ; 
and from his very high character and the 
perfect confidence which I had in him, I did 
not find it necessary to require more from 
him than verbal explanations upon any par- 
ticular point of transactions which had taken 
place in my absence. Q. Did Mr. Wilson 
keep any accoynt-books or ledgers in which 
those transactions were registered? 4.1 do 
not believe that any entry was made in any 
ledger of the transactions which you have 
particularly alluded to-——Q. (Repeated.) 
A. He kept the public ledgers of. the office 
in which all my public transactions have been 
regularly entered.—Q. Are those ledgers in 
existence? A. They are, and in the Navy 
Pay Office. Q. Was the sum of 40,0001. 
alluded to by you as having been paid by Mr. 
Wilson for services not naval, in the year 
1796, the only sum paid under the same cir+ 
cumstances of which you have any know- 
ledge? A. It-was, as far as I recollect. ——~ 
Q. Did you never pay any sum or sums your- 
self by draft or notes, or payment of any de- 
scription, into the hands of Lord Melville, or 
any person authorised by him, or on his ac- 
count, of public money, issued for naval ser- 
vices, for purposes not naval? A. I have 
already explained my difieulty to the Com; 
missioners of Naval Enquiry, of discrimina- 
ting between my public and private monies ; 
and J have already declared to you, that Jdid 
nol know the appfacation which Lord Mel- 
ville may have made of advances which I may 
have occasionally made. to his lordship.—-- 
Q. (Repeated.), 4. I presume | have. 
Q. At what time and to What amount? 4, 
My recollection does not enable me to an- 
swer that question. Q. Were any entries 
made by you, or any person authorised Ly 
you, in any books or ledgers, or any memo- 
randum kept of any description, of such pay- 
ment? 4. I kept regular accounts of ail 
Iny money transactions with Lord Melville, 
but having closed and settled the whole of 
them, and a mutual release having passed he - 
tween us, I have not thought it necessary to 
preserve any documents respecting my trai.c+" 
actions with his lordship.—— @. Are those 
documents inexistence? 4. ‘Lhey are nut, 
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destroyed ? 
fice; I think in 1803. Q. Did you de- 
stroy them? 4.1 did; I burnt those | 
thought unnecessary to keep.——Q. Did 
those bovks or documents contain your ac- 
counts with any other persons besides my 
Lord Melville ? “A. They did ——-Q. When 
was the release before-mentioned executed ? 
A.In the year 1803, to the besi of my re- 
collection. Q. When payments of the 
description above stated were made, were 
they always made to Lord Meiville personal- 
ly? 4. Not always——Q. Did you ever? 
A. F do not, at this moment, recollect I ever 
did.——Q. 'To whom did you ever pay, on 
Lord Melville's, aécount, public money for 
purposes not, naval? 4. I used most fre- 
quently to pay them into the hands of the 
principal money conductor, one of the ofti- 
ces of the Navy Pay Office ——Q. What 
was hisname? 4. Mr. Tweedy ; he is now 
dead ———Q. What other persons did you 
make such payments to? A. Icannot re- 
collect any other persons at this moment.— 
. How long has Mr. ‘Tweedy been dead? 
A. Two or three years since Lord Melville’s 
‘Treasurership ceased. Q. To what other 
persons did you make such payments to? 4. 
Ido not recollect any other person. Q. 
Was there any.account kept between Mr. 
Tweedy atid you? 4. None. Q. What 
was the nature of the discharge you received 
from Mr. ‘Tweedy? 4. 1 took no discharge. 
Q. What authority did Mr. Tweedy 
produce to you for the payment of such mo- 
ney? A. The demand for such money had 
previously been made by Lord: Melville ‘to 
myself ———Q. Verbally, orin writing? A. 
Verbally. Q. Did you keep any account 
of the sums paid to Mr. Tweedy, in conse- 
quence of such verbal demands of Lord Mel- 
ville? 4. I entered them ‘in the accounts 
which I kept with his lordship. Q. Are 
they in existence? 4. [have already men- 
tioned, that I had not thought it necessary to 
presetve any accounts between Lord Mel- 
ville and myself, a mutual release having 
passed between us. 





























QY. Do you know the 
aniount® of any such sums which you may 
have paid to Mr. ‘Tweedy? 4. My recol- 
lection does not serve me to specify any such 
suims.-———Q. ‘Do you recollect: any thing 
about the date of such payments ?4. I do 
not. -Q. Do you recollett what sort of 
sums they may have been? 4. Once or 
twice they ‘may have amounted to between 
three or foriy thous rd pounds, but not larger. 
——Q. In makiaz such payments to Mr. 
Tweety, ‘did you consider him as a public 
officer, or a private-agent of Lord Melville ? 
4. T-obeyed Lord Melville's directions in 
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A. At the time I was out of of- 


| 





. Where are those books ? 


[S40 
paying the money to him, without pretend- 
ing to consider whether he was a private 
agent or not,——Q. Had you any public 
money transactions with Mr, Tweedy ofii- 
cially? A. I. had. Q. Where were 
those public official transactions recorded? 
A. In the Navy Pay Office. Q. Are the 
payments to Mr. Tweedy, by Lord Melville's 
verbal order, recorded there also? 4, They 
are not in any instance. Q. Do you know 
into whose hands the 40,0001, paid by Mr. 
Wilson during your absence in the year 1796, 
for purposes not naval; was placed? “4, | 
only know from the information which Mr, 
Wilson has given me.upon that subject—— 
Q. What was that information? 4. That, 
he had paid the money to Lord Melville — 
Q. By whom, and at what time was that 
money returned? 4.1 have already stated 
in general terms, that I believe it to be re- 
turned by Mr. Long ;, but I can only speak 
with my own knowledge in respect to the 
last payment, which, as far as I ean recollect, 
amounted to 6,000]., and whicly was return- 
ed to me by Mr. Long some time in January, 
1798- @. At what period or periods was 
the 34,0001. returned, and to whom? 4, 1 
have no further knowledge of the circum- 
stance; as I was much in Scotland in the lat- 
ter end of 1796 and in the year 1797, and 
the repayments were made, to the best of 
my knowledge, during my absence; but I 
am very certain that the 6,000]1., which I re- 
ceived in January,.1798, completed the full 
repayment of the 40,000]. Q. Were any 
entries made in the oftice-books of such re- 
payments? 4. None that I know of.—— 
Q. How then did you come to the convic- 
tion of the payment of 6,0001. in January, 
1798, making the balance of the 40,0001. 
paid out as before stated in the year 1799: 
A. ¥rom a knowledge which 1 have at all 
times had of the state of my balances, by 
which I must have seen when any deficiency 
that may have existed was paid up.—¥. 
How came you then not to see the dates of 
the repayments of such 34,000). ? A, | 
make no doubt that I may have seen the 
dates, but I have no recollection of them 
whatever ? 
ed? 4d. In my own private books. —Y: 
A. They are the 
books before-mentioned, which I- did not 
think necessary to preserve ——Q. W af 
the sums paid to Mr. Tweedy by Lord Me 























ville’s verbal order ever returned to you,  , 


in any way repaid to the account of the pub- 
lic in the Navy Pay Office, or to any other 
fund? A, They have unquestionably. been 
ail repaid-to me, and I have accounte! for 


the whole of the money that has bee» pus 


Q. Where were they record: - 
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e11] JUNE 8, 
under my charge for naval services.——Q. 


Did Lord Melville pay interest to you tor 
such sums during the time they were in his 
possession ? Lord Melville has paid 
me interest for sums of money, but not 
upon those-which I have stated to have been 
paid to Mr, Tweedy.——Q. Who are Mr. 
‘l'weedy’s executors? 4. He left two sons, 
but whether they are his executors or not I 
do not know, Q. Was any interest paid 
on the 40,0001}. advanced during your ab- 
sence by Mr. Wilson? 4. None that I 
know of. Were the sums advanced 
to Mr. Tweedy advanced out of the mixed 
fund at Messrs, Coutts’, or were they ad- 
vanced out of a fund whith consisted exclu- 
sively of public money? 4, I do not recol- 
lect any other advances than those made out 
of the mixed fund at Messrs, Coutts’.——Q. 
What reason had you for considering that 
the 40,000 1, was advanced out of public mo- 
ney? 4, It was from a general impression 
which I received froni the communications 
made to.me upon this subject, and I do not 
know whether this 40,000]. was advanced 
from Messrs. Coutts’ or not. Q. What 
may have been the total amount of money, 
described to be advanced. as different times 
to Mr. Tweedy by order of Lord Melville, 
as nearly as you can recollect ! ¢ 1d. The to- 
tal amount of monies of this- description, to 
the best of my recollection, have never, in 
the whole, exeeeded 30,0001. until the sum 
of 40,0001. was added to it; but I canno 
state with certainty that the whole of ths 1e 
sums constituting that ¢ 000]. was advanced 
to"Mr. Eweedy.- To whom was any 
put of the’30,0001. tah which was not 
paid: tor Mr. "Tweedy? 4. I have already 
statéd,.that I’do not recollect. Q. With- 
in’ what period of time did these issues take 
place ? 4:1 mean to comprehend the whole 
time during which I acted as Paymaster un- 
cer Lord Melville, for 14 or 15 years. 
Why did you destroy papers if which other 
persons’ aocounts were kept, as wel] as Lord 
Melville's ? 4. Because the whole of my ac- 
counts were closed upon my leaving London, 
excepting some private family conce rns, and 
very small aceounts between my friends and 
myself, which I carried forward into new 
books, I desire to state to my former an- 
swer, that 10,000 1. of the 30,0001. had ac- 
cried before I was appointed to my office:— 
Q. By. whom was the 10,0001. advanced ? 
4. I do not. know. . How did you 
know the.existence of such a debt? 4. By 
Lord Melyille’s acknowledgment to me. 
- Towhom:did he acknowledge himself 
debtor? ‘i. Ta the office. . Of how 





























long standing had that debt been : ? “4, [have | 


1805,—Evanination of Mr. 





Trotter. 


no knowledge of the circumstance. d. 
To whom was that 10,0001. repaid? 4. It 
must have been repaid to me.—Q. In what 
capacity did you receive that » m that you 
had never advanced ? 
pay ma ster.——. did you then conceive it 
to be a debt due to the vublic ? | did, 
——. Was any interest paid upon it?) 4, 
None. Had not Lord Melville made 
such acknowledgment, could you have traced 
such debt due from him to the public, in any 
of the office-books? 4. I could certainly 
have told that the balance of the account put 
wanes my charge was so much deficient. —— 

. Was Lord Me lville debited for such sum 
in any of the books? 4. He was not. 
Q. What was the nature of the acknow- 
ledement of Lord Melville? 4, Mere ly ver- 
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b al.—Q. Did you conceive Mr, Tweed 
acting as a private agent for Lord Melville, 
or ever acting for him in that capacity? 4. 
lconsider him, in these instances, to have 
been acting for his Jordship in a private ca- 
pacity ——@. Explain private? 4. Merely 
as a person sent to me by his lords ship to re- 
ceive the money which I had previously been 
direete: l to pay to him.——Q. \ere those 
directions from Lord Me tville ig proeure 
money genera lly, or to procure hin public 
mone y> A. ‘Vo procure money gen rally. 
V. Did you consider Mr. ‘l'weedy mere=- 
y as a mes ssenger to carry. the: 101 
Melville, or coneerned in the 
the money? 4. Merely-as a messenger. 

11h Miy——Q. Of the sums you, have 
advanced from time. to time to Lord Mel- 


ville, nat raCOCO ding the 20,000 '. , i Mae 
tioned yestendy, do you know w her, any 
part of it was applied to any pu thlic YF fin 


P] 
A; 1 do not, but I beg to be understood, 
that this sum which J mentioned yest@rday, 
is not connected with the sums which I have 
mentioned betore thie Commissioners of Na- 
val Eaquiry to have been occasionally in ad- 
vance to Lord Melville, and for which I ac- 
counted his lordship my private debtor. 
Q. In the Tenth Report it is mentioned, 
that a ceriain sum was left in Mr. ‘'roiter’s 
hands, as the balance of the first part‘of the 
second treasurership, where is that sum now, 
amounting to £5,484. L5.3.? 4. The 
greater part of it is still mon y possession,,, 
but a small part has been pric away at one, 
payment, What-was the, amount’ of 
the small payinent : a issued two bun- 
dred pounds to the cashier to make paytaent 
of alarger demand, assisted by moneyranahe 
cashier's hands. : When was thet pay-’, 
ment made? 1. it Was made ia I december, , 
184, and I have. taken, measures withia . 
these two days to pay up tlie whole balanée, ” 
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Q. What are the measures you have 
pe ga A.1 have inquired into the amount 
balances remaining unassigned in tl hat 

Sc aemeiatin, with a view to procure assign- 
ments being made so as to reduce the balanc e. 
Q. To whom do you pro pose to pay the 
balance, when it is so reduced? A, ‘Lhe 
account being nearly closed, I expect cirec- 
tions from the hiedito x's Office to pay the ba- 

lance into the Exchequer. Q. What ob- 
stacles have there been in the way to an ear- 
lier settlement of this account? 4. From 
the peculiarly intricate manner in which the 
account of the ex-treasurers are required to 
he closed, but which intricacy arises from 
the minute accuracy which is observed. 


Q. There isa certain sum mentioned in the 
135th age of ehew Teiscis eport of the Cow, 


sarserp ers of Nayal Enquiry, of the sum of 
£5,503. 6. 24. which was paid into Lord 
Melville's own hands in May or June, 1800, 
which was the balance of Lord Melville’s 
first treasurership, ending in 1783; do you 
know where that sum now is? 4. I do not, 
any further than I have heard Lord Meiville, 
within these three weeks or a month, say, 
that he meant to pay it immediately into the 
Exchequer. Q. ‘From the state of the ac- 
counts of Lord Melville’s first treasurership, 
could that balance have been earlier paid 
uito the Exchequer? 4. I apprehend not 
until within these three or four months, un- 
til which time that account of his lordship 
had not been delivered to the auditors.—- Q. 
. Upon what does that depend, the delivery to 
the auditor? A. ‘Tlie final arrangement of 
the account, in the minute manner in which 
J have endeavoured to describe, in which the 
whole payments made in the treasurership 
_are brought to agree in the account of the 
sums as certified to the several boards, with 
the accounts made up in a different form, and 
Gelivered to the enditars Q. Whether 
any of the payments which you had made to 
Mr. Tweedy, by Lord Melville’s direction, 
had any relation to those circumstances which 
Lord Melville had confidently communicated 
to you, and which you did not deem your- 
self at liberty to rel: ite, as ores med In page 
203 in the Tenth Report? 4. I had no such 
allusion. (‘The witness desines to amend 
his evidence of yesterday, as to sums ad- 
vanced to other persons besides Mr. Tweedy , 
see page 19, 3d May— x —In look: ing at ny 
banker’ s book, I find that I have occasionally 
roade payments into the houses of Messrs. 
Drummond and Messrs. Coutts, and to my 
Lord Melville’s secretary, Mr. Alves, and 
other members of his lordship’s fa: nily.J— 
W. Do yer imean to say that all these pay- 
yents, added to the pa yments made to Mr. 


























Tw eedy, do not exceed in the whole, and 
during the whole time of your acting as pay- 
master to Lord Melville, the sum of 20,0GO1. ? 
A. Upon a further consideration of the sums 
which I stated yesterday, I should wish to 
add to that sum two or three thousand 
pounds.—Q@. When did your private agency 
begin with Lord MeJville? d. I do not re- 
collect; I had no regular appointment as pri- 
vate a: ge uit d. Were any acts of private 
agency performed by you for Lord Melville, 
prevacnis to your appointment as Pay master 
of the Navy? 4. Not any. Q. When 
did the private agency cease? A. It has not 
ceased.———Q. Have you performed any act 
of private agency since the execution of the 
releases in 1803? A. I have. Q. What 
do you mean b "y mic mbhers of Lo:d Melville's 
family? 4. I mean his domestic servants. 
——([The witness wishes to amend his an- 
swer of yesterday, in page 20, 3d May— x— 
I have already amended my evidence of yes~ 
terday, so far as to s dy, t that I had made ad- 
vances for Lord Melville to others besides 
Mr. ‘l'weedy ; and I have how further to 
amend my answer of yesterday, by saying, 
that some of those advances made to others 
than Mr. Tweedy, but constituting the sum 
as I said yesterday of 20,0001., and to which 
to-day I have added two or three thousand 
pounds, were advanced from funds exclusive- 
ly of public money; and I wish in this to 
refer to my evidence given before the Com- 
missioners of Naval Enquiry, in page 220, 
as an explanation to an answer that I ther 
gave on that subject, and which, as I did not 
recollect at that time the circumstances now 
mentioned, was then perfectly correct ; and 
[ must further amend mye vidence of yester- 
day by now saying, that I do not think Lord 
Melville gave ine verbal, or any instructions, 
in some istances wherein I had advanced 
sums ofmoney for hislords shipto) vir. Tweedy. ] 
—QQ. Upon what authority then did you 
make such advances? 4. I acted in those 
instances from my own judyinent, in the 
management of his lordship’s concerns. 
Y. You had at times verbal instructions from 














Lord Melville? .4. Yes, I had ——Q. Of 


the sums advanced to Mr. Tweedy and 
others, for the use of Lord Miciviile, stated 
by you) yesterday to amount to the sum of 
20,000). to which you have added a further 
sum of 2 or 3,000]. to day, can you now, 
upon Retdlection. state how much was pub- 
lic and how much private money? 4. I 
have no means to ena! ble me to state that cir- 
cumstance with oun? ——f. Please to 
state it generally?) A. As nearly as I can 
state if, about one-li: ial? public and one-half 
private.—@. Do you miean to say one-half 
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845] 
exclusively public ? 1. I do——-Q. Do you 
mean the other half exclusively private ? 4. 
I mean the other half to eee been princi- 
pally advanced from my account at the house 
ot Messrs. Contts and Com 
the advances from 10 to 20,0001. mentioned 
in the Tenth Report to have been made by 
you to ep Melvill le at different time 5, have 
you now any means of judging what part 
was public and what hick ate mot! rey? A. J 
believe the whole to have been advanced 
from my accounts at the howe of Messrs. 
Coutts and Compa WwW Sea i i! ite rest 
always paid by Lord Meh ‘lle to you on t] hose 








advances ? A. It was not———Q. Was it 
ever paid?) 4. No; his lordship paid me 
no interest for those advances. Q. What 


was it that induced you to exercise your 


judgment in making ; payments to Mr. Twee-" 


dy, without any direction from Lord Mele 
ville so to do; was it from any knowledge 
of the manner in which the monies so paid 
to Mr. Tweedy was to be applied on acecunt 
of Lord Melville? 4. I allude to private 
transactions in the management of Lord 
Melville's private business, in which I had 
general directions, although no specific di- 
rections on every occasion.——Q. Are the 
committee to understand that some of the 
payments made to Mr. Tweedy, on Lord 
Melville’s account, were made to Mr. Twee- 
dy as toa person who had the management 
of Lord Melville’s private affairs? 4. Mr. 
Tweedy had not the management of Lord 
Melville’s private athairs. Q. Explain to 
the Committee what circumstance could in- 
duce you to pay to Mr. Tweedy money on 
zecount of Lord Mel vi] He's private attairs, 
without Lord Melville’s direction, and with- 
out considering Mr. Tweedy as being any 
private agent of Lord Melville's ? > 
have alre ndy said that I had general direc- 
tions from Lord Melville in the management 
of his private affairs, though not specific 
ones in every instance ; and when any sum 
of money came into my hands upon his lord- 
ships account, J have taken it upon me to 
apply that money without directions from 
his lordship. Q. What were those general 
directions? A. It was a general permission 
to act for Lord Melville as I thought proper, 
in his private affairs. 

6th May. Q. Can you recollect any 
thing about the repayment of the specific 
sum of 10,0061. which, at your commenc- 
ing paymaster, Lord Melville acknowledged 
to you that he owed to the public? 4. Ido 
not. Q. What sums did you annually re- 
ceive, as my Lord Melville’s private agent, 
from other sources, saving those of his sa- 
dary as Treasurer of the Nav y ?-——I do not 
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recollect any regular annual payments made 
to me on his lordship’s account, although I 
have received considerable stuns, and in ma- 
| ny. instances @. Can you form any 
opinion of the a iverage ? A. I cannot. 
Q. Did you receive, as far as you are in- 
formed, all Lord Mi ‘Iville’s private income 
in the capacity of his private agent? 4. I 
believe I received all his mcome arising in 
this country, but I cannot speak with cer- 
tainty ——-Y. Did you receive for him his 











salary as Treasurer of the Navy? A. I did. 
——. The whole of it? As far as I 
recollect, I did. Have you brought 
the date of the orga > A. I have. 





Y. What are the vy? They were signe - 
by Lord Melvil! lie apen a 18th of February 
1803, and by myself upon the 204. A ¢hae 


mont! 1——Q. Y uu having stated yourself 
to be still private agent to Lord Melville, 

what circunistance then Jed to the execution 
of mutual releases between you and Lord 
Mels ‘He ? > A. I know no circumstunce, 
excepting that of his lordship having left 
this country, and as I thought, without any 
intention of returning ; and I conceived that 
it would be a satisfaction to Lord Melville as 
well as myself that our heirs, in case of the 
death of either of us, should have as little 
trouble as possible in arranging the several 
accounts which had existed so long between 
us. Q. Were the books of account de- 

stroyed before or after the execution of the 
releases? A. It was after that date-——Q. 
Who preceded you as paymaster ? 4. Mr. 
Douglas. Q. Ishe dead? A. He is.— 
—Q. When didhe die? 4. In December 

. Have you any means of know- 
ing how long Lord Melville had had in his 
possession the sum of 10,000]. which Lord 
Melville acknowledged to have had in his 
possession at the time you became paymas- 
ter? 4. I have not. Q. How did Lord 
Melville describe to you that he had become 

possessed of the 10,000). which he then de- 
scribed himself to owe to the navy pay-of- 
fice? 4. 1 do not remember that his lord- 
ship explained himself to me upon that sub- 
jec t——9Q. Had youany means of knowing 
whether that had heals applied to a public or 
a private purpose ? +4. I had not, further 
than his lordship having expressed his : appre» 

hensions that it might ultim: itely be prejudi- 
cial to his interest. Q. In what manner? 
A. He did not enter further in explanation 
with me on the subject —-—Q. When you 
described this sum of 10,000]. to make part 
of a sum of 30,000]. which had been ad- 
vanced to Mr. Tweedy for the use of Lord 
Melville, did you mean that you had been 
informed by Mr. Tweedy of this sun being 
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817] 
so applied; or was it from Lord Melville | 
only that }ou derived any knowledge of this 
sum of 10,0001,? 4. It was from Lord 
Melville only that I had any information 
upon the subject of this 10,000].; and if I 
have conveyed, by my former evidence, the 
idea that this sum of money had been ad- 
vanced to Lord Melville through the means 
of Mr. Tweedy, I must beg to correct that 
statement. Q. Has that 10,0001. been 
repaid? A. That 10,000l. as well as every 
other sum for which Lord Melville has been 
indebted to the public, as Treasurer of the 
Navy, and which has accrued since the year 
1786, when I was appointed Paymaster, has 
been repaid. 
7th May.—Q. Where were the releases 
executed betwre~s yUU and Luid Niclrille ? 
A. ‘Lhe release was signed by his lordship 
at his own house in Scotland, and by myself 
in London. Q. Did any conversation re- 
lative to the account-books, or their destruc- 
tion, take place between you and Lord Mel- 
ville previous to their being destroyed ? A. 
The subject never came under consideration 
between his lordship and myself, to the Lest 
of my recollection. @. Has any subse- 
quent conversation taken place on that sub- 
ject? A. None, except of my having in- 
formed his lordship of the fact, and the re- 
gret which we have both felt on the circum- 
stance, Q. Has any communication ly 
letter, before or since, taken place upon 
that subject? 4. None whatever.——Q. 
Can you give to the committee any more 
precise explanation of the conversation 
which you related yesterday to have taken 
place between you and Lord Melviile, at the 
time he acknowledged his debt of 10,000). 
to the public, when you commenced Pay- 
master, or can you recollect with more pre- 
cision what the words were used by Lord 
Melville? 4. I am sorry, from the dis- 
tance of time when that conversation took 
place, that I have it not in my power to give 
any further explanation upon that subject. — 
—Q. Please to repeat his words, as near as 
you can recollect, that you before mention- 
ed? 4, His lordship expressed his appre- 
hensions that the circumstance alluded to 
might ultimately prove prejudicial to him, 
aud which I concluded fo be meant in a pe- 
cuniary light. Q. What circumstance ? 
A. The circumstance of the balance put un- 
der my charge being about 10,0001. less than 
the balance tor which he was accountable to 
the public. . Do you know whether 
Lord Melville has attested and returned to 
the proper officer, the general statement of 
his accounts transmitted to him to attest, 
but which, as appears in the 134th page of 
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the Tenth Report, had not then been re- 
turned to the accountant, which prevented 
the account from being delivered into the 
Auditor's office? A. His lordship has at- 
tested and returned the account, and it was 
detained at the time which the accountant 
mentions, from the statement which had 
been sent to his lordship for his attestation 
having been found incomplete. Q. Are 
the drafts drawn upon the bank from the 
Navy Pay-Office, when paid, returned to 
the office at stated periods? 4. They are 
always returned when the book is balanced, 
which has been generally, but not invaria- 
bly, once a month.——-Q. When returned, 
are they preserved? 4. They have not been 
preserved, as they are considered to be of 
no use when the balance is agreed. Q. 
During the fourteen years you were paymas- 
ter, did you receive in all, upon Lord Mel- 
ville’s private account, to the amount of 
20.000].? 4. I certainly have. Q. 
What were the sources of income in Eng- 
land, of which you described yourself yes- 
terday to be in the receipt om account of 
Lord Melville? 4. I have, I believe, uni- 
formly received his salary as ‘Treasurer.of 
the Navy ; but I do not recollect that any 
other receipts which have come into my 
hands of his lordship’s income was derived 
from any public situation, but has been con- 
fined to sums which J may have received in 
the management of his private affairs. 
Q. What was the largest sum you ever had 
in your hands of the private account of Lord 
Melville at one time? 4. ‘That appears 
perfectly impossible for me to ascertain, as 
his private transactions. passed through an 
account current in which his lordship was 
generally indebted to me ; but at other times 
the balance was in favour of his lordship, 
when [ neither charged interest upon any 
balance due by his lordship, ‘nor did I 
charge myself with any interest at times 
when the balance may have been in his lord- 
ship’s favour. Q. Do you recollect the 
largest balance in the account current that 
ever appeared in favour of Lord Melville ? 
4. In an account comprehending so long a 
period, it is very difficult for me to give an 
accurate answer to that question ; but it cer- 
tainly has at some time been as large as be- 
tween 2,000]. or 3,000]. in Lord Melville’s 
favour. Q. Do you recollect the largest 
balance in the account current that ever ap- 
peared in your favour, with the same degree 
of accuracy? A. I do not recollect with 
the same degree of accuracy, but I have up- 
on a former occasion declared it had never 
exceeded from 10 to 20,0001. Q. Do 
you now allude to the sums mentioned in 
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your-evidence before the Commissioners of 
Naval Enquiry, to have been advanced by 
you occasionally. to Lord Melville, to the 
sums mentioned by you in your evidence be- 
fore this committee to have been advanced 
to Lord Melville through the hands of Mr. 
Tweecy, Messrs. Drummond, and others, 
or to any other sums? 4. I allude to the 
sums which I had occasionally advanced to 
Lord Melville, as stated in the Tenth Re- 
port ;. but some of those occasional advances 
may have been made through the hands of 
Mr. Tweedy, Messrs. Drummond, or 
others. Q. Are the committee still to 
understand that you mean the advances of 
from 10 to 20,000]. as mentioned in the 
Tenth Report, to be distinct and different 
from the advances of 23,0001. made by you 
in the whole, as stated by you in evidence 
before this committee? 4, They are still 
to understand so. Q. Did these different 
advances all pass through your account cur- 
rent with Lord Melville? 4. They did not. 

Q. Distinguish which did and which 
did not? 4. I cannot do it from memory. 


—Q. Have you any documents to refer to? 
A. Thavevalready stated that I have none, 
and my regret for that cireumstance. Q. 
Why was some of the advances placed i: 
the account current, and othersnot? A. [I 
only placed the sums in the account current 


of which I knew of the appropriation ; of 


the appropriation of the other sums I was 
ignorant. Q. Do you mean by appropria- 
tion, that you had the payment of such 
suins on behalf of Lord Melville ? 4. With 
regard to the account current, I do.——@Q. 
You have stated to the committed, in a for- 
mer part of your evidence, that you did re- 
ceive interest on some advances made to 
Lord Melville, on others none ; you have 
to day stated, that in the account current 
you had neither charged interest to Lord 
Melville, when the balance in that account 
appeared in your favour, nor paid it when it 
appeared in favour of his lordship ;-on what 
advances then did you charge interest? 4. 
I alluded to a sumi of money which his lord- 
ship directed me to lorrow, and for which 
his lordship paid a regular interest of 51. per 
centum. 

Oth Moy.—Q. Were you the lender of the 
money borrowed for Lord Melville, and for 
which he paid an interest? 4. I was. 

Q. What wasthe amount? 4. My recol- 
lection does not enable me to state this with 


accuracy ; but I believe,. to the best of my ° 


knowledge, that it was a sum not exceeding 
from 20 to 23,0001. Q. Is that sum re- 
paid? A. It is——Q. How long since ? 
A, Four or five years, Q. Was you 
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agent for the whole of Lord Melville's in- 
come arising from private sources in Eng- 
land? 4. As far as I know I was so. 

Q. Were you in the receipt of the whole or 
any part of Lord Melville’s income, arising 
from private sources in Scotland? A. His 
lordship has made me frequent remittances 
from Scotland ; but I do not know from 
what sources they arose. Q. You were 
not then regularly in the receipt of Lord 
Melville’s income arising from _ private 
sources in Scotland? 4. I was not. 

Q. Do you know of any instance be- 
tween August, 1796 and January, 1798, of 
any Navy Bill or Victualling Bill becoming 
due and presented for payment, not having 
been paid when presented, owing to the want 
of effects for the payment of such Navy and 
Victualling Bill? 4. That certainly is not 
within my knowledge. Q. Must you have 
known it from your situation in the Navy 
Pay Office, if such an event had actually hap- 
pened? 4. I think I must ungugstionably 
have known it——Q. During that period, 
in a former part of your evidence you have 
stated that your were in Scotland, had sucha 
circumstance happened during your absence 
in Scotland, would it have been communi- 
cated to you officially, either by Mr. Wilson 
or Mr. Swaftield, Cashier of the Victualling 
Bills?) 4. Undoubtedly, a circumstance so 
singular would have been communicated to 
me by one or other of those gentlemen, es- 
pecially as I do not believe or recollect that 
any such circumstance had occurred during 
the whole time I acted as Paymaster of the 
Navy.——Q. What is the longest period at 
any one time of your absence from London, 
during the time that you was paymaster, 
during which period Mr. Wilson was draw- 
ing money from the Bank with blank checks 
signed by you? 4. I was absent from the 
Pay Office, I believe, between three and four 
months in the year 1797, upon the occasion 
of my marriage in Scotland ; but I have very 
seldom been absent from the ofhce for any 
period of time nearly approaching to this. 

[Mr. Trotter produced release between 
him and Lord Melville—Release read. 

The passage peculiar to this release was in 
the following words. ] 

“‘ Whereas for several years past there 
“‘ have been sundry accounts, reckonings, 
** and money transactions depending be- 
“© tween us, the account of which have Jate- 
*< ly been examined, adjusted, and agreed 
‘© upon between us; and upon such exami- 
‘* nation, settlement, and adjustment, there 
“« remained a balance due from the said 
“ Alexander Trotter to the aforesaid Lo:d 
“ Viscount Melville, of one thousand five 
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** hundred and eighty pounds, eleven shil- 
** lings and one penny sterling money; 
with which final exz:mination, statement, 
and adjustment, both parties declare them- 
** selves perfectly satisfied, and do hereby 
‘* approve of and ratify the same. Andthey 
** have either mutually delivered up to each 
“* other, or resolved and agreed mutually to 
** cancel and destroy ail the vouchers or other 
** memorandums and writings, that at any 
‘* time heretofore may have existed, passed, 
** or been interchanged between them reia- 
** tive to the said accounts, andthe difterent 
“* items and articles ef which the said ac- 
** counts are composed of or consist ; and they 
“* have further resolved and agreed, mutual- 
ly to release and discharge each other up 
**'to the day of the date of these presents, 
** fornow and ever: therefore, &c. &c. Kec.” 

. Who drew the release between you 
and Lord Melville? 4. Mr. Spottiswoode, 
of Sackville-street, my solicitor. Q. Is 
he dead?’ A. Yes-——Q. Who settled it? 
A. I do not know if any one. Q. Who 
gave the instructions for it? 4. It proceed- 
ed from an advice of Mr. Spottiswoode him- 
self, who brought me the deed ready pre- 
pared, without any particular instru: tions. 
from any one. Q. Was any particular 
instruction given, or did any order or con- 
versation take place upon the particular part 
of the deed which relates to the giving up or 
destruction of vouchers or other documents ? 
A. None that 1 remember, excepting Mr. 
Spottiswoode’s general observation, that it 
would be no lenger necessary to preserve any 
vouchers relating to accounts between Lord 
Melville and myself. 

[Here follows Trotter's evidence relative 
to the affair of Jellico, which evidence is 
omitted here as belonging to a subject to be 
considered separately. ] 

23d May.—-—@. You have stated, that 
at various times you advanced various sums 
of money on account of Lord Melville to 
Mr. Tweedy, Messrs. Drummond, Mr. 
Alves the private secretary, and other mem- 
bers of Lord Melville’s family ; do you mean 
to state, that all the persons above enume- 
rated received payments out of the sum of 22 
or 23,000). advanced by you at various times 
to Lord Melville, for which no interest was 
paid, or do you mean to describe ,them as 
the parties to whom payments had generally 
been made by you on Lord Melville’s ac- 
count, out of other as well as the fund above- 
mentioned ? 4. J mean it of the latter de- 
scription, @. Did you ever make any 
payment ont of the above fund of 22 or 
22,0001. to any member of Lord Melville’s 
family? A. I do not remember that I ever 
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did. Q. Were the funds received by you, 
on Lord Melville’s private account, paid into 
the mixed fund at Messrs. Coutts, which 
you have stated to consist partly of public 
and partly of private money? A. They 
were. Q. Can you precisely state the 
persons to whom issues out of the above 
fund of 22 or 23,000]. were made? A. I 
have not means of precisely stating st. 

27th May. Q. You have stated, that 
you were in the habit of applying sums of 
money, on Lord Melville’s account, under 
general instructions previously given to you 
for the mavagement of his private affairs ; 
do you recollect whether you applied, under 
such general instructions, any part of the 22 
or 23,6001. on which you have stated no in- 
terest was charged? “4. Ido not recollect 
having applied any part ot that money un- 
der general instructions, as these were the 
sums which Lord Melville never gave me 
any information upoa.—Q. Was Mr. Tweedy 
employed in the management of issues on 
Lord Melville's account, out of any other 
fund than the above-mentioned fund of 22 
or 23,0001.? A. I was in the habit of em- 
ploying Mr. Tweedy in almost all my money 
transactions, with Lord Melville as well as 
with others. Q. Was any part of that 
sum of 22 or 23,0001., paid to Mr. ‘Tweedy, 
without. an antecedent order of Lord Mel- 
ville? 4. I do not recollect any. Q. 
In the account of receipts and payments be- 
tween the Ist and 3lst of January, 1798, 
there appears an entry of a transfer to the 
victualling branch, to repay the like sum 
transferred from thence to ‘* wages” in 
March, 1797 ; have you any recollection of 
the ‘circumstances of that transfer and repay- 
ment? 4. None whatever. @. Have 
you any recollection of any transfer and re- 
payment of the like nature? 4. Not of any 
ot the Jike nature, but I have frequently 
from the navy branch to the pay branch, and 
vice versa. 

















Examination of Cuartes Lone (latea Se- 
cretary of the Treasury, since made one of 
the King’s MOST HONOURABLE Privy 
Council, and now a Lord of the Treasurys, 
on the Oth of May and 7th of May. 

6th May. Q. State to the commit- 
tee in what instances you have any know- 
ledge of monies issued for navy services 
having been applied to purposes not naval ? 

A, 1 know only of one instance ;it is that 

which is referred to in the Tenth Report, 

where Mr. Trotter says, he had received 
from mea sum of money which he had be- 
fore placed in the hands of Lord Melville. If 
the’committee will give me leave, I will state 
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to them all the circumstances of the transac- 
tion to which this refers, as tar as they are 
within my recollection at this distance of 
time: In the autumn 1796, I received a 
note from Lord Melville, requesting I would 
call upon him early the next morning at his 
office in Parliament-street ; in a conversa- 
tion I there held with him, he noticed the 
great difficulty in which all commercial men 
found themselves at that particular period, 
the alarm and distrust which prevailed, and 
the difficulty which they found of raising 
money upon the best securities ; he said, that 
this embarrassment was particularly felt by 
the house of Messrs. Boyd and Company, 
who were contractors for the loan; that the 
bank had refused to make their payments on 
the loan as usual, or to discount their bills ; 
and that, with ample securities in their 
hands, they were not enabled to raise money 
to pay the next instalment, which was then 
just becoming due. That under these cir- 
cumstances he thought it a public object to 
support the house ; that if the house failed it 
‘would involve many others in its ruin, and 
give a great blow to commercial credit, al- 
ready very much shaken. He said they re- 
quired the sum of 40,0001. to enable them 
to make good their engagement to govern- 
ment; that he had found the means of ad- 
vancing that sum, and which he could do 
without inconvenience, provided undoubted 
security was given for the repayment of that 
sum within a very short period; that with 
this view of the subject he would place the 
sum of 40,000]. in my hands, desiring I 
would deliver it to Mr. Boyd, upon his 
giving such security as he had described, and 
that Mr. Boyd would call upon me at tbe 
Treasury the same day with such security. I 
do not affect to state this conversation with 
precise accuracy at this period, but as well as 
I recollect, the above is the substance of it. 
Upon going to the Treasury I found Mr. 
Boyd there, and delivered to him the sum of 
40,000 |., and received the security, amount- 
ing to something more than 40,0001. ; I put 
these securities tate a paper, which I sealed 
up, and transmirted them immediately to 
Lord Melville. Q. Did you know from 
what source Lord Melville supplied the mo- 
ney? A. I certainly did not at the time, 
but I have not the least doubt that if I had 
known the source from whence it came, my 
conduct would have been precisely the 
same; I should have given credit to Lord 
Melville that he would not have diverted the 
public money for the shortest period from 
the service to which it was appropriated, to 
any other service, unless he could do so with- 
Out jpconreuience to that service, without 
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risk, and under an extreme public exigéncy ; 
and under that persuasion, I have no daybt 
I should have acted precisely as I did had I 
known the source from whence it came.— 
Y. What was the hature of the security given 
by Mr. Boyd? 4. It consisted chiefly it not 
entirely, of bills drawn upon and accepted by 
the East India Company, the greatest part 
certainly of this kind; if there was any other 
it was government security ——Q. Do you 
recollect to about what amount the securitios 
were? A. As far as I recollect, to near 
41,0001.——-Q. Were the repayments of 
this money made, or any part of them made, 
through your hands? A. The latter pay- 
ments were made through my hans, 
amounting to above 11,000}.; Lord Mcl- 
ville, I think, in the Spring in 1797, tratis- 
mitted to me two of the bills drawn upon 
and accepted by the East India Compariy, 
amounting to this sum, desiring that 1 would 
pay the sum of 11,000]. to Mr. Wilson, 
which was all that remained due of the 
40,0001. and that I would pay the balance 
by which the security exceeded 40,0001., to 
Mr. Boyd; this I did, as the securities were 
paid. Q. By whom were the bills on the 
‘ast India Company drawn? A. I have no 
recollection.——@. Can you say whether 
they were drawn by Mr. Boyd himself, or of 
any of the firm of that house? A. They 
were certainly not drawn by any of the firm 
of that house. Q. Were they of the na- 
ture of such securities belonging to the East 
India Company, as are commonly in the 
market? 4. I really do not know 
the nature of the securities of the Last 
India Company, that are usually in the 
market. Q. Do you know who were the 
acceptors? 4. No, I do not——Q. Can 
you state the precise date of the repayment 
of the balance of 11,000].? 4. 4,0001. in 
August, 1707; 1,000]., I think, in Octo- 
ber, 1797; and 6,000]. early in January, 
1798. Q. Into whose hands were these 
sums paid? 4. The first and second into 
the hands of Mr. Wilson, and the third into 
the hands of Mr. Trotter: as these sums 
were paid, Lord Melville was made acquainte 
ed with it, and I think the receipts of th 
parties were transmitted to him. Q. From 
whom did you receive the money upon the 
securities as they became due? 4. They 
were paid into Messrs. Drummonds, who 
are my bankers, and were received by them 
in the ordinary course of business; these 
were of course paid by the East India Com- 
pany, upon whom they were drawn. Q. 
Do you know any thing of the repayment of 
that part of the sum of 40,0001., which was 
not repaid by you? 4, I do not; I under- 
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stood that it had been repaid a considerable 
time before the sum that passed through my 
hands; and I have a general recollection that 
most of the securities had but a very short 
time to run. Q. Do you know of any 
other transaction of the same description, or 
of any description, in which money issued 
for naval services may have been applied for 
purposes not naval? A. I certainly do not. 
——Q. Do you recollect, in point of fact, 
what was the amount of loans raised for the 
‘ear 1796? A. There was a loan made in 
November or December, 1795, amounting 
to 18,000,000 1., and there was another loan 
in the course of the year 1796 to the amount 
of seven millions and a half; Mr. Boyd was 
the contractor for both these loans. Q. 
From the then state of the market, in case 
Mr. Boyd had been prevented from fulfilling 
his contract, do you conceive the public 
would have had the means of obtaining a 
new lcan upon terms equally advantageous ? 
4. I should think certainly mot, it was a pe- 
riod of very great and peculiar embarrass- 
m¢nt; it will be recollected that there was a 
very general run upon commercial houses, 
which was followed by a great pressure on 
the bank, and which led, early in the suc- 
ceeding year, to the restriction of cash pay- 
Mients at the bank. Q. Had the bank 
felt itself under the necessity, at that period, 
¢f narrowing materially its accommodation 
to government and to the public? 4. To 
the best of my recollection it had ; but that 
inay be ascertained with much more preci- 
sion than I can state it. . Do you re- 
collect what our relation with the Continent 
were at that moment, with respect to subsi- 
dies? A. I believe subsidies were in the 
course of remittance, but I cannot state pre- 
cisely to what amount. Q. When was 
the first Joan raised for the service of the 
Emperor of Germany? A. I rather think 
in 1795. Q. Supposing the contracts for 
the loans at the house of Messrs. Boyd had 
been dissolved by their failure of making in- 
stalments in the then state of the market, 
would it have been easy to make another 
loan in lieu thereof? A. I should think it 
would have been extremely difficult; but I 
suppose it might have been done, though 
upon terms certainly very disadvantageous to 
the public. Q. Whether you explained 
to Mr. Boyd how the money was furnished 
which was transmitted to him by you? 4. 
There was no necessity for any such expla- 
nation, as Mr. Boyd knew perfectly well 
that “I had received it from Lord Melville, 
and was sent by Lord Melville to the Trea- 
sury to receive it from me. Q. Did Lord 
Melville explain to you why he wished to 
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furnish this accommodation to -Mr. Boyd 
through you, rather than directly from him- 
self? 4. He did not; but I conceive it 
was furnished through me, because he sup- 
posed that he was giving assistance to the 
public in a manner in which he thought the 
Treasury particularly interested, amd he ex- 
plained to me, that he wished the transaction 
to be secret, as otherwise it might tend to in- 
jure the house of Messrs. Boyd. Q. Did 
you make any immediate communication to 
the Chancéllor of the Exchequer? 4. I 
certainly did not; I acted under the impres- 
sion that the Chancellor of {the Exchequer 
was acquainted with the transaction ; it is 
probable I may have conversed with him 
upon it, but I have no distinct recollection 
of .any such conversation, except long suh- 
sequent to the transaction. I recollect his 
remarking upon it, that he thought a great 
irregularity had been committed, but that he 
thought a great public mischief had been 
prevented by it. @. Did you communi- 
cate with any other of the public servants on 
the subject? 4. Certainly not. Q. Did 
you commit to writing the whole or any 
part of the transaction? A. I did not. 
Q. Was there any document, to your know- 
ledge, in existence, by which the public 
could have been made acquainted with this 
transaction? 4. When I transmitted the 
security to Lord Melville, I wrote upon one 
of the covers in which the securities were in- 
closed, the purposes for which they had been 
deposited ; namely, that they had been de- 
posited for the purpose of the repayment of 
the sum of 40,0001., which had been ad- 
vanced by Lord Melville to the house of 
Messrs. Boyd. Q. Did that paper ever 
come again into your possession? J. No, 
never, Q. Do you know whether it is in 
existence? 4. I do not; I wrote a similar 
memorandum respecting those securities, 
which was afterwards returned to me.—Q. 
Is the memorandum last referred to in exist- 
ence? A. I do not think it is. Q. Was 
any interest paid by Messrs. Boyd for the 
loan of this money during the time they 
held it? .4. Not to my knowledge. Q. 
Whether in all other instances, where go- 
vernment have advanced to merchants tem- 
porary loans of money or exchequer bills, in- 
terest has not always. been paid for such 
loans? . 4. I know of no instance at all si- 
milar to this, but in all public loans to mer- 
chants, interest, I believe, has always been 
paid. Q. Whether Mr. Boyd had ever 
made any application to the treasury for as 
sistance, to enable him to make good his 
payments on the loan,. prior to the time 
when you conversed with Lord Melville on 
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the subject ? 
lection he never had. Q. Did he ever 
make any subsequent application? A. I 
bélieve Hor, T.have no knowledge of any 
sacli’ ‘appli cation. Q. Was the second 
léiuifor the service of the year 1796 a pub- 
lit* Idan, or was it given to Messrs. Boyd 
without any bidding, in consequence of his 
having contracted for the former loan ? - /. 
I rather think it was a public loan by bid- 
ding. 
the contract for the second loan for 1 796? 
A. 1 think it was in April, 1796. Q. 
Were both loans made before this transac- 
tion? 4. They certainly were. Q. 
Were the instalments of both loans in a 
course of payment at. the time that this 
transaction took place? 4. They were.— 
Q. When did you become acquainted with 
the source from which Lord Melville took 
the money advanced to Messrs. Boyd? A. 
I certainly at first thought that Lord Mel- 
ville had obtained this accommodation for 
Mr. Boyd either from Messrs, Drummonds, 
or from some of his private connexions, Mr. 
Boyd not having been able, from the extra- 
ordinary circumstances of the time to which 
I have before referred, to raise upon discount 
the whole sum which was necessary ; but in 
the course of the transaction I certainly did 
believe that the money had been advanced 
from the balance in the hands of the Trea- 
surer of the Navy; at what period this 
ulea came into my mind I cannot at present 
state,—Q. Were you aware that in making 
such advance, the Treasurer of the Navy was 
acting illegally as wellas irregularly? 4. I 
pr obably had not the act of parliament very 
precisely in my recollection ; and it does not 
eccur to me now, that at the time I was sa- 


tisfied he had acted illegally. Q. Did 




















Lord Melville tell you he had communicated . 


with Mr. Pitt, and had his concurrence in 
the transaction? A. If I had recollected 
that he had made any such communication 
to me, the communication would probably 
have been made in the conversation which I 
have before described, and I should have 
mentioned it as part of that conversation ; I 
have no recollection that he did make such 
a communication, but I think it very pos- 
sible that he may have made it, and I cer- 
tainly acted under the idea that the transac- 
tion was known to Lord Melville and Mr. 
Piit, and to no other person. Q. Was it 
usual with you to transact any business of 
great importance, or of an extraordinary na- 
ture, without direct communication with the 
First Lord of the Treasury, and taking his 
instructions personally or by letter? 4. 
Certainly not, Q. How came you then 








Q. Do you recollect the date of 
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to omit the precaution in this instance? A, 
I have not said that I omitted the precaution 
in this instance, but I certainly have no ac- 
curate recollection of taking his instructions 
upon this subject; but I have before ob- 
served, that I acted under the impression of 
his know ledge of the transaction. I wish to 
add here, that the receipt of the money from 
Lord Melville, the payment of it to Mr. 
Boyd, and the transmission of the securities, 
took place within so short a space of time, 
that it is very probable J had no opportunity 
of receiving particular instructions within 
that period from Mr. Pitt; the whole busi- 
ness [ understood to be of great urgency, and 
that it was necessary the assistance should be 
afforded to Mr. Boyd without any delay — 
. Do you recollect whether Mr. Pitt first 
mentioned the subject fo you, or you to him ? 
A. I do not. Q. Had you at any time 
previous to the late enquiry before the Na- 
val Commissioners, any reason to suppose or 
believe that any other transaction of an irre- 
gular nature, other than the advance: to 
Messrs. Boy d, had taken place in the conduct 
of the Pay Office of the Navy? A. I,cer- 
tainly had not. Q. Had you at any time 
previous to the said period any knowledge 
of, or reason to suppose that profits had bieD 
made by any individual connected with that 
department, of the ‘~~ money issued for 
service of the Navy? 4. I had not. Q. 
Did the payment of that 40,0001. to. Mr. 
Boyd answer the intended purpose of saving 
the house from failure, and enable thern to 
pay the subsequent instalments? 4. The 
subsequent instalments upon both the loans 
of Mr. Boyd were paid, and the house did 
not fail; how far the 40,000]. contributed 
to the support of the house, it is impossible 
for me to state. Q. Do you know whe- 
ther Myr. Boyd is alive, and within the 
realm? 4. I do not know; I heard of 
his being at Paris some time ago. Q. 
How long since did you hear he was at 
Paris? A. I cannot answer that question 
with any sort of precision. Q. At what 
period of time was it from the advances that 
were made to Messrs. Boyd and Benfield, 
that the transaction took place in which an 
extent was issued against their property on 
behalf of the crown ? A. I believe, between 
two and three years ; the extent, I believe, is- 
sued in the course of the year 1799. 




















Examination of Witttam Pirt (First Lord 
of the Treasury, Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, and one of the King’s Most Ho- 
NOURABLE Privy Council), taken on the 
6th, 7th, 8th, and 17th of May. 

Q. Do you know of any instance of mo-« 
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ney, issued for naval service, applied to pur- 
poses not naval? 4. I know of one such 
instance. Q. Have the goodness to state 
it. A. It was an advance made from 
naval money, in the course of the year 1796; 
I think \ate in the summer or in the autumn 
1796; I am not able to ascertain the pre- 
cise time ; it was made to the house of 
Messrs. Boyd and Benfield, who were then 
contractors for two loans for government ; 
the advance was the sum of 40,000]. It 
was made in consequence of a representa- 
tion, that, from the difficulty which existed 
at that time in obtaining advances, even on 
good security, they were under such pecu- 
niary embarrassments as would prevent their 
making good an instalment due to govern- 
ment. Unquestionable securities were given 
for the repayment of the advance ; and un- 
der these circumstances, knowing no other 
way at the time by which serious mischief 
to the public service could be prevented, 
and understanding that the naval service was 
not likely to suffer any inconvenience from 
this advance, I concurred in opinion with 
the Treasurer of the Navy, that it was advise- 
able to make it. I must beg the committee to 
understand, that I can only state the general 
substance of the transaction to the best of my 
recollection, not being able precisely to recall 
all particulars at this distance of time. Q. 
To whom was the pecuniary embarrass- 
ments of the house of Boyd and Benfield 
made? A. To myself and Lord Melville. 
Q. At the same time? 4. Whe- 
ther separately or jointly I cannot under- 
take to say, but I rather lelieve both ways. 














the relief of the house of Boyd and Benfield, 
bythe means which were afterwards resorted 
to, originate? 4. I am confident. the 
suggestion of the means must have origi- 
nated uith the Treasurer of the Navy. 
Q. Did the Treasurer of the Navy state in 
what manner he meant to cbtain the money? 
A. I do not recollect that he did ; but I un- 





derstood generally, that it was money which . 


could, in his opinion, be spared for a time 
without inconvenience, provided there was 
sufficient security for its repayment. Q. 
Do you know in point of fact how it was 
obtained? 4. I do not, from wy own 
knowledge. Q. Did you enquire into the 
nature of the securities that were taken, or 
their amount? © 4. I was satisfied at the 
time that the securities offered were such as 
might be depended upon, and J think J un- 
derstood them to consist either of navy bills 
or of bills which had been accepted by the 
East India Company, which were to fall 
due ai successive periods ; but I do not re- 








. With whom did the proposition for | 


POLITICAL REGISTER.—Examination of Mr. Pitt. 











































(860 


collect having myself seen the securities. 
Q. Did you conceive the transaction to 
be irregular and illegal? A. I certainly 
considered it as irregular ; I do not know it 
occurred to me, at the time, that it was 
positively illegal ; but I have no diffiealty in 
saying, that I was so strongly impressed 
with the belief of its importance and urgent 





necessity, with a view to essential public in-.- 


terests, that I should have thought it my 
duty to incur the risk of committing an ir- 
regular and illegal act, rather than expose 
the public to the mischief which I thought 
would otherwise infallibly have arisen. 
Q. Did you make any memorandum in writ- 
ing of the transaction, or any part of it? 4. 
No, I did not. Q. Did you take any 
steps towards obtaining an indemnity of such 
an irregularity, committed with your know- 
Jedge and concurrence? 4. No, I did not; 
and I conceive that it was impossible for me 
to have done so, without disclosing cireum- 
stances which must have teen highly injuri- 
ous to the mercantile house it concerned, 
and might have ina great measure tended 
to counteract the objects of the public ser- 
vice which I had in view. Q. When 
such delicacy as to the disclosure of the tran- 
saction had ceased, did you take any such 
steps? 4. I have never hitherto taken any 
such steps; the delicacy attending such dis- 
closure could never, I conceive, be consider- 
ed as having ceased, till after the house in 
question became bankrupt. Q. When 
did that happen ? 4. I really do not recol- 
lect, bat it was a considerable time, I be- 
lieve three or four years after the transaction ; 
and I confess the necessity of applying for 
indemnity did not then present itself to m 

mind. Q. Were any of the other pulle 
servants acquainted with the transaction ? 
A. 1 believe no others, with the exception 
of Mr. Long, then one of the secretaries of 
the treasury, through whom the money 
was so advanced. Q. Do you know any 
thing about the repayment of the money, 
or the periods at which it was repaid? A, 
I only know it as I learned it from Mr. 
Long, and I cannot state precisely particular 
periods ; but I understood generally a large 
proportion of it to be within a short time. 
-——Q. Do you know if it has all been re- 
paid? A. I have no doutt but it has Q. 























Do you know of ‘the existence of any docu- ° 
J 


ment. any where, at the time or since, or 
now, by which the public could have come 
at the knowledge of this transaction? 
A. Ido not knew of any memorandum or 
document made at the time, or since; but I 
conceive,“that if the monies had not been 
punctually repaid, the securities deposited 
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rmoust have led to ascertain to whom the ad- 
vances were made. Q. The money 
being paid, and the securities of course re- 
turned, was there, or is there ri other 
source of ae information? A. None, 
thetT know of, but the evidence of the par- 
ties concerned Q. Then, supposing the 
death of such parties, was there, or is there, 
any such evidence at all? A. None, that I 
know of, since the repayment of the sums. 
—-Q. Do you know of any other advances 
of money issued for navy services to. pur- 
poses not naval, at any time, or of any de- 
scription? 4. No, I do not know of any 
such advances. 

7th May. Q. Was any znterest paid by 
Messrs. Boyd upon the loan of 40,000!. ? 
A.1do not know that there was. V.W! hy 
was it not paid? 4. No demand was made. 
o you recollect any other instance 
of public money advanced to commercial 
persons in which interest was not demand- 
ed?: 4. Ido not recollect any similar in- 
stance of such an advance. Q. Do you 
recollect any other instance where interest 
has not been paid? A. No. Q. For what 
reason was the demand of interest omitted ? 
A. I can assign no: specific reason ; it did 
not occur to me to be necessary. Q. 
What was the amount of money borrow- 
ed in the year 1795? A. I cannot take 
upon myself to say at this moment. 
Q. Do you recollect how many loans were 
made in that year? 4. I cannot now state 
it with any accuracy, but there was one 
made in December 1795 ? Q. Was Mr. 
Boyd contractor for all or any of the loans 
made in 1795? A. I am sure he was con- 
tractor for the loan made about December 
1795; I do not recollect any preceding 
loan——Q. Was the loan of December 
1795 a close loan, or a loan by public bid- 
ding? A. There was one of the loans with 
Mr. Boyd a close loan, but cannot recollect 
which.--—-Q. Do you recollect that Mr. 
Boyd laid claim to the loan in December 
1795, in consequence of any previous trans- 
actions tetween you and him, or of any un- 
derstanding that had taken place between 
you? A, “I cannot take upon myself to state 
these circumstances now with accuracy upon 
recollection, and I beg to refer to the exami- 
nations that were taken when the transaction 
was recent——Q: Was not a loan of 
7509, OOOl. or thereabouts, contracted for 
in or about the month of April 1796? a. I 
lelieve there w Q. Was Mr. Boyd 
contractor for hae loan? A. He was. 
@. Was that aclose or open loan? A. I do 
not now recollect. Q. Do you recollect 
about what time the house of Boyd stated to 
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you their difficulties for the first time? A. 
I do not. Q. Can you recojlect whether 
it was previous to the Joan of the spring 
17906? A. I lLelieve not. Do you 
recollect a notice given by the Bank in De- 
cember {795, of their intention to narrow 
their discounts?” A. I recollect such a 
notice being given, but I cannot now state at 
what precise period ——Q. Was that notice 
acted upon? A. I understand it was. 
Q. Do you recollect a gene eral complaint, 
that the acting upon that notice had tended 
to increase the embarrass me x prevailing in 
the commercial world at that time? 4. I 
recollect much complaint of that nature, 
Q. Did Mr. Boyd make any particular 
and specific complaint to you of his own 
embarrassments, in consequence of the con- 
duct of the bank? 4. 1 Lelieve he com- 
plained of its eftects——-Q. Had you any 
commu nicati ion with the governor and com- 
pany of the bank on this subject of their 
conduct? A. I think I had conversation on 
the subject of their conduct in narrowing 
their discounts at different times. 
Do you recollect the date of the first? 4. I 
do not. Q. Can you give the committee 
any information as to the probable date of 
such communications? A, I really cannot, 
as I do not at present recollect when the 
measure was adopted. Q. Can you re- 
collect the reasons assigned by the governor 
and company of the Bank of England for 
their roiduct in so narrowing their dis- 
counts? 4. As well as I recollect, but I 
cannot at this distance of time speak with 
certainty, the reasons assigned were the de- 
crease of cash in their possession, anda de- 
sire to check speculation, to which they 
thought those discounts were applied. 
Q. Did any particular conversation take 
place on the subject of the house of Boyd 
and Company in your communications with 
the bank, or was that house mentioned in 
any conversations that passed at that period? 
A. I rather think, that house has been men- 
tioned in some conversations, but I cannot 
now recollect with any precision. Q. Do 
you recollect the drift of any such conyersa- 
tions relating tothat house? A, No, Ido 
not. Q. Did the house of Boyd complain, 
or ever state to you that the bank were not 
so liberal in their discounts to thet house + 
to others? 4.1 think they did Q. Dd 
you enquire into the reason of the particular 
conduct of the bank towards that house? 
A. Ido not recoliect that I did ——Q. Do 
you rec ples any ge ieral information you 
may have rec {from any quarter of ‘the 
reasons for that “gherti ular conduct? A. I 
do not.——~ @. When was you first informed 
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the, Lest Ye aecollection it was.——Q. Do. 
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S67] i. > 7 : 
of. the. dariger’ in which that house found 
itself? A. Jcannot say ;,in. thegourse of 
the year 1706, I believe, « Was that 
dan T ascpibed by them to the particular 

ret of the bank towards them. 4. ‘Tp 





be 1€ Conduct of the bank towards 
them at thet time to have been an exception 
to their then general eonduci? 4, I do 
not know that, it was, but, I have not. sufh- 
cient knowledge of the particulai’s to. form a 
judgment on that subject ——-Q.. Was. it so 
stated to be by Boyd and Company? A. I 
rather think that they represented an opi- 
nion, that the conduct of the bank was 
adopted with views unfavourable to them. 
Q. Have you any reason to believe such 
representations were well founded? 4. I 
have had no means of forming a judgment 
upon that subject, Do you believe 
the bank to. have been under difficulties 
about that period? 4. I believe the difficul- 
ties of the bank, which led to, the. suspen- 
sions of their payments in cash in. the 
Vebruary following, were commencing in 
that year, or perhaps the preceding. Q. 
Have you. any reason to, believe those. dith- 
culties to have.intermitted, or have been sus- 
ded about the period of the advance to 
Messrs. Boyd of 40,000]. ? A. Ido not at 
present’ recollect any reason. for such 
belief. Q.. Did you know that the 
40,0001. so advanced would he drawn from 
the bank? 4... I had no. knowledge of the 
articular rhode. by which that sum. would be 
farpisheds +0, Did you believe it would 
come out.of the public. money advanced for 
navy services? d. Idid——Q. Ought not 
such money, according to law, to remain in 
the bank til assigned to, or drawn for parti- 
cular nayy services? . A, Yes, I conceive 
so.-—-Q. Wete you at the time aware of 
such legal proyision§? 4. I certainly, must 
have known, the existence of the act; but 
its particular” provision was not at. that 
fime under my coytemplation. Q. Did the 
Nee or Saputy governor of the Bank of 
ngland, in, the information which they 
gave to you of one of the reasons which in- 
cd them to narrow, their discounts, name- 
ly, for the purpose of .checking speculation, 
ude at all, or in any way to the house. of 
Boyd? <A. Lcannot fake upon myself. to say 
yrs way.——Q. Did the governor or 


you belie 
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ty governor of the Bank of England, in 


and. which 


‘ment? 4. Ithink they made represents. 
tions {o that effect ;. but for the particulars | 
-would beg.agzin. to refer to examinations 
which.were taken before the committee soon 
after that period ——Q. Had you any money 
transactions on the part of the public with the 
house of ‘Boyd, subsequent to the Joan ot 
the-spring 1796? « 4. L think there was an 
issue Of money to them for ‘public Service, 
which-appeared in the extraordinary of the 
army in.1797.——Q.- To what amount ? 
A. \t-will appear by the extraordinaries; | 
think about 100,000], atid, as weil as [ 
recollect, 
silver. from India to the -Cape+—_— 
Q. Did they apply to you, or ‘were they 
competitors for any loan subsequent to the 
loan for the spring 1796? 4. I donot) re- 
collect. Q. Was any information given 
to you, or had you any reason-to believe the 
house of Boyd and Company were engage: 
in speculations to any, amount besides their 
engagements .for the loaus negotiated with 
them? 4. I understood them to be engaged 
in very extensive pecuniary or mercautile 
transactions as bankers and remitters, but 
I had no knowledge of the particulars —~ 
Q. . Was any information given to you, or 
hint thrown out, of the probability of the 
event which actually took “place, namely, 
the tailure of the house of Boyd and Com- 
pany? 4. I heard surmisses to that effect, 
but I cannot sayat what time-——-@Q. © Can 
you say that it-was not at anearlier period 
than the one at which the 40,000}, was ad- 
vanced? A. I donot think that it was.—— 
Do you know any: thing ‘of the causes 
which led to that failure? 4. Nothing pre- 
cisely. Q. Have you heard what those 
causes.were? 4.\I cannot. pretend to recol- 
lect them now with. preeision; the narrow- 
ing the. discounts of the bank, and ‘their 
refusal, in -1796.to:- make the accustomed ad- 
vances onthe loan, was stated ‘as cireum- 
stances very~ prejudicidl to thena; but how 
far these were: the -causes of 'theirultimate 
failure I cannot judge.———Q. «Did you ever 
hear there were latge speculators in‘the pub- 
lic funds’ at the period of the negotiatial's + 
Lisle? .4..I have heard such “report; "but 
know nothing of. the subject-——Q. Wha! 
was the nature of the inyury-the-public ws 
likely to sustain from a’ full diselosure of all 
. the: circumstances relating. tothe ‘advance: 
made to Messrs. Boyd and:Benfield, are 
as they. had made good. all-the instalments © 
‘the lode} ad: i menaeciix tiae pas: seriol 
while the instalments:of.¢he'loans°~vere "°t 
have been “that of the 
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of any great mercantile house; but in that 
latter peried, the principal reason I assigned 


[366 


arad!’ . - _ 

and carried to a private ba iker’s, but no me- 
morandum or document of any sort was gtven 
to me; and at this distance of time, T can 


effect it would have upon the parties them- | only state the substance of what passed very 





: elves. 


Do you conceive the 40,9001. 
advanced to Mr. Boyd, if it had not been so | precision to recollect the particulars. 


4 


generally, and cannot undertake with any 





@. 


advanced, wou'd have been productive of | Had you any comnmunication with the Trea- 
any interest to the publie ? A. I concewe surer of the Navy ID Consequence of what 


certainly not. 


rally to the commitiee, what you recollect to 
have been the state of the money market in 
the course of the year 
ning of the year 1707? 


a ee ae ae 
the spring 176 


ag 


state of the pub! 


Mr. Boyd had faile: 


ments, and the 


solved, do you conc 





contracts for t 


7 
ve a new loan could 


Wiil yeu state gene- | Mr. Raikes had told you? 
wok an early opportunity of stating to him 
the opinion which Mr. Raikes had expressed 
1796, ard the begin- | to me——Q. What further i 
A. \ conceive it to | subject? A. I cannot 
have been a period of the greatest emar- | cofversation that tool 1s, 
rassment, both of public and »: | but I was fed to supose from what passed, 
and it led to the c’; 7 
page of the paym 


= 


\ 





a : ‘ 


A. Yes, Thad; 


passed on the 


sely the 


hfrecise 


place between ‘us 
; 


} 


that the Treasurer of the Nevy did not Le- 
1 | | » | Leve that any larger surms were drawn from 


awl a tke then } the bank than such as were necéssary for 


rket, in case | carrying on the detai>of the service in pay- 





wae em 
he two loans 


aking good his pay- | ment to individuals? but [ beg to have it 
understood, that I cannot state with any pre- 


state the general impression left upon my 


} 
then in progrese of payment had been dis- | ciston the terms which were used, I only 
' 


have been précured for the public on ferins 
equally advantageous ? y | 
would not, and that the | 
embarrassment that it would have occasioned | 
to the public service would have been of the | 
most serious and alarming nature -——-Q. In| 
airket, would it have not leag me to disbelieve the 
' 
| 
| 


convineed that 


uf 


tv) 


the then state of the : 
been easy to have mace a loan in lieu there- 
of? 4. No, it would have beén extremely 
difficult, “and I teliehé impossible, unless 
upon most unfavourable terms. Q. To 
what extent do you conceive the failure ef | the service. 
Messrs. Boyd's loan would have effected the 
general eredit of the country? 4. To a 
very great and serious extent ——Q. Would 
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stich as to lead you 
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d, J am perfectly 


rr 











mind.——@Q.. Was that gener: 


stated to you by Mr. I 


| impression 
eve the fact 
ynely, that 


d ¢) seat ~haw j 
money Was drawn froni tee o-nk under the 
authority of the Treasurer cof the Navy, 
and lodved ata private banker's? 4. It did 


{"> > We , 
tacts, tiat mo- 


’ 


ney. was drawn from the bank, and lodged 
| at 4 private banker's; but it /ed me fo Leleve 
that no other sums were drawn but such as 
were necessary for carrying on the details of 
Y. Were you aware that 
guch proceeding on the part of the Treasurer 
of the Navy was irregular? 
satisfied with the gencral statement so given 


A. I was so far 


the effect have been such as to render»the | me, that I madezo further inquiry, and did 
fulfilment of any future contract to be made | not particularly advert to the provisions of 


with other parties, in a considerable degzce, | the act of parliament; and it did notoccur to 
precarious and uncertain? 4. That is met- 
ter of opinen of which I caznot speak posi- 


my mind, that drawing such sums of money 
as were necessary for carrying on the details 


tively, but I think there would have been | of the service wag an illegal practice.——-Q, 


§reat danger of such an effect. 





Q. ilave'| Did you take any steps to verify the sfale- 


you any knowledge of a certain sum_of | ments Made to you, by calling for an exami- 


public money, amounting to 10,000]. being 
in the hands of. Lord Meiville in the hegin- 
hing of the year 1786? 
Q. Were any representa- 
ons at any time made to you by any body, 
of the circumstance of mosiey issued to the 
bank for navy services, being drawn from 
thence, and Jodged in the hands of a private 
banker orbankers? 4. I have a.generat re- 





8th May. 


nation of Sny books, accounts, or papers on 
the subject? 4. No, Idid not; Tbeg leave 


A. No, Lhavenot. | to observe, that I have already statec that I 








further enquiry. 


—— 


was so far satisfied with the general state- 
ment which I received in conversation with 
the Treasurer of the navy, that I made no 
Q. Did you inform Mr, 
Raikes of the satisfaction you hed obtained 
from your conversation with the Treasurer of 


collection, that. Mr. Raikes, one of the bank | the navy? Q. I do nof recnilect having 
directors, and, Zéedicve, either governor or |, afterwards auy conversation with Mr, Raikes 


mney gevonnas. at the time, took some oc- | on the subject-—Q. Did you inform any 


tans were deen fom th 
than: ke su; 
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to me, ‘that hé believed | other of the public servants, or any of the Jaw 
from, the bank to alarger | officers of the crown, of the communication 
sed to be necessary, | that had teen iniade- to you by Mr. Raikes ? 
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A. No, did not; no impression was left 
on my mind,’ after the Conversation with the 
Tréastirér' of the Navy, to make me feel tH 


necessary to take ‘any steps on the subject” 


+9: Although you did not Know to 
what éXtent money was so drawh: frcm the 
bank by-the ‘Treasurer of the navy, and lod- 
ged ata private banker's, did you know the 
practicé was continued ? 4. I do not recni- 
lect knowing any thing atterwards on the 
stibject ; but [ conceived, trom the ‘Treasu- 
rer of the mavy’s conversation, that the 
practice took place only as neeessary for car- 
rying on the services, as I have already 
explained ——Q. Did you investigate such 
necessity? dd. No, I did not; I relied on 
the opinion given me by the Treasurer of the 
Navy, without further examination. 
. Do you recollect how soon after the con- 
versation with Mr, Raikes, your conversa- 
tion with the Treasurer of the Navy took 
place? 4. I do not recollect with any cer- 
tainty, but I believe very soon after ; pro- 
badly on the first occasion [ had of conversing 
with him, when our attention was not én- 
gaged ty other pressing business. Q. Did 
1 State to you any ground of the necessity 
he alleged for placing the money at a pri- 
vate banker's?) 4. I have already said, that 
T cannot, at this distance of fime, recollect 
the particulars of what passed ; but I believe 
that he stated his opinion of the impossibility 
of carrying on Various detailed payments in 
ay other manner. Q. Do yow recollect 
that the propriety of the revision of the ex- 
isting laws on the subject formed any part 
ef that conversation? 4. No, I am per- 
suaded it did not ; he did not appear to me 
to have any impression on his mind that what 
was done -was contrary to law. Q. On 
what ground, as far as you can recollect, 
did) Mr. Raikes make any communication 
fo you on the subject ? 4. I have already 
stated that my recollection docs not enalle me 
to yer to the particulars of the conversation, 
but }voncetve him to have stated, that he 
supposed money to be withdrawn to a 

éater amoufit than was necessary for the 
public service.——@. Had you any infor- 
mation at’any time from any-person, in any 
manner, of ifregularity in the management 
of the public money advanced for navy ser- 
vices besides“the commianication made by 
Mr. Raikes; or did you, in point of fact, 
such irregularities in'any other 
‘Mf; I had-ne such information 


a 
“besides that referred to, nor-did 1 know Any 
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[868 
regular, and was taking steps for altering it, 
———Q. Had you'any conversation or cor- 
respondence with © Lord ' Melville’ in céijse- 
quence of ‘suelt eommuhication froin Lord 
Harrowby >) 924) “Noy T‘had< hot}. 
Wihien this.cémmuitieation was madé to you 
by Mr. Raikes, did he suggest to you any: 
idea of any improper application or use of 
the motiey so taken-out’ of the Bank 4S 
I have 70° recollection that he did. 
Had you, previous to the late inquity before 
the Naval Commissioners, any Knowledge 
of, or reason to Suspect that’ private” profits 
had been made by Mr. Trotter, or apy other 
person, of naval monies, or that the business 
of the office was so conducted as to admit of 
private profit being made of such monies by 
any offiver of that department ?. A. I had 
no knowledge at any time, previous to. the 
inquiry before the Naval Commissioners, of, 
any such profits having been made « by. “any 
person; nor had I any suspicion of tle 
business being so conducted as to admit of: it 
till after the communication I have before 
adverted té with Lord Harrowby, which 
conversation, to the best of my recollection, 
took place when I was out of office-——Q. 
Had you, previous to the above inquiry, any 
knowledge of any other sum other'than the 
40,0001. stated to be advanced to Mr. Boyd, 
beihy at any time diverted from the’ service 
of the navy to purposes iiot naval’? ’4; None 
whatever. Q. Did ‘Lord Harrowby tell 
you that he knew, or-that he had-reason to 
suppose, that profit had been made of public 
money issued for naval service? A. I do 
not think he told me that he knew that # 
had, but he appeared to suppose that it night 
have been.——-Q. Were any steps taken by 
you to ascertain the fact? 4. No} there 
were not. Q. Had you known at. the 
time that profits were derived from the pub- 
lic money plaved in ‘the harids' of ‘private 
bankers, shoud you have deemed it irregular 
and illegal, and consequently:a practice that 
ought immediately to have been “stopped ? 
A, 1 should certainly have deemed it.4 prat- 
tice’ that ought’ immediately to “have been 


stop ae 
Q. Have ‘you ahy reason 











17th May. . nn 
to suppose! that 20,0001. of motley issued for 
‘naval setvices; was applied to-ptirposes Het 
naval, during the last tréastirership of Lord 
Melville, besidés the surn 6f 40,0001: stated 
‘to have’ been advaiced-to the house OF Boyd 
‘and Benfield; in’the year's796 2°04 
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mation as to the purpose to which such 
money was applied? 4. I have not—Q. 
Did you MARKS ANY/INa@uiry of Lord Me!- 
vile on, the subject? .d. I did not, Q. 
When.did the jconversation take place? . A. 
Some time, @fler the Tenth Report was 
published, 





Examination of Tuomas Raines, (late. Go- 
yernor Of the Bank of Enyland) on the 8th 
of May, 

Q., Are you aware.of the provisions of 
the act, of the 25th -Geg. Il], cap. 31, for 
regulating. the office of ‘Treasurer of the Na- 
vy, in, so far asjthey xelate to the issues of 
public money to the Bank for naval services? 
A. | never saw theaet, or ever leard any 
particulars of at. ?, Do. you know in 
point of fact,,that.public money for naval 
services. ig issued, by the Exchequer to tle 
Bank, to be drawn from thence by the Trea- 
surer Of, the Navy, or his agent, when ap- 
plied. to. such; services? 4. Yes, 1 know 
that is the,custom of the business, .and that 
it came tothe cashier's office in the Bank. 
——. How is it drawn from thence? A. 
I cannot speak from my own knowledge, the 
cashier gmanages all that, business. ——Q. Do 
you know.if any.sums of .money paid trom 
the Exchequer into the. Bank for, naval ser- 
vices have|been. drawn from.the Bank, and 
placed in the hands. of private bankers? 4. 
From. my-ewn knowledge cannot say I do 
know.——Q,. Has such information been 
given to you atany time?, 4.:Yes, I be- 
lieve mm the, year 1797. Q.. By whom ? 
4. Mr. Giles, the then late Governor of the 
Bank, told me that Mr. Dundas, then Trea- 
surer of the Navy, kept hiscash, which by 
act of parliament he was directed to keep at 
the Bank, atthe private banking-house of 
Messrs, Coutts and Company. I was going 
that day to the Chancellor of Exchequer on 








business from,the Bank, and JAhought it of 


sufficient consequence to mention the matter 
to him, but I called in Mr, Newland, the 
cashier, and.asked him as to the. cirewmstance, 
which-he confirmed; and added, that navy 
bills were now paid by drafts upon Messrs, 
Coutts aad Company, instead of upon the 
Bank,,as they.,.had. formerly -been :. when I 
Went wp to. Mr. Pitt, atter the immediate 
wbjact). of, may.business. from. the Bank . was 
eves, I did, en.conversation mention the cir- 
onmstance to him ——Q..: Did. any, thin 

further ) pass 2,4. Nothing, particular 5... 

thik: Mir. Pitt, sd_me for my informa- 


Aion, and.tmade no further observation —— 
SGucdisdss.. Giles tell zos anything: of the 
when they 


AM of : Wansachons, OF 
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Q.. Had you any. other conversation with 
the Chaucellor. of the Exchequer.than the 
one you have now stated ?», 4.,None that I 
recollect Q. Upon a pointiof this nature, 
attecting the interest of the Bank as well as 
those of. the public, did it.not.occur.to yo 
toinguire whether any, .or what steps had 
been taken in.cousequence of. your former 
suggestion ?) 4.1 looked upon, it that Aav- 
ing made the matter known to. the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, it was in the hands. df the 


_ person most competent to set any thing right 


that might be wrong in the business; I do 
not recudlect | heard any thing more upon the 
subject in the course of my ofhice.—-—-Q. 
Did you, on your retura to the Bank, make 
any minute of the, substance ot. what had 
passed with the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
on thi: subject ? A. I mentioned the mat- 
ter to the Committee of Treasury and seve- 
ral of the Directors, but J made no particular 
minute of it; I had always made minutes 
when I was in the situation of Deputy Go- 
vernor, but another gentleman was now in 
that situation, and the practice was then dis- 
continued, only a.clerk was appointed to take 
minutes of atuy actual business that passed 
between the Governors and. the, Chancellor 
of the Exchequer ; -but matters of conversa- 
tion were not included.——Q. Is it not 
usual to cause a minute to be taken of any 
representation made by the Governor or De- 
puty Governor of the Bank, which they con- 
sider as official? a. This. communication 
was not considered as official. Y. OF 
whom did the Committee of Treasury cou. 
sist.at thatitime? A. Mr. Thomas, Raikes, 
Governor,: Mr. Samuel Thorraten, Sir Ri- 
chard Neave, Mr. Darell,, Mr, Bosanquet, 
Mr. Giles, and. Mr. Mathew.——-Q.., Do you 
recollect the terms in which you made this 
communication to Mr, Pitt ?.. 4.;Ohily as 1 
before siated. Q. What was-the date of 
the communication you madeto Mr, Pitt ? 
A.} do not know, but it was.sonie time atier 
the 5th of April, 1797. -7-Q.. Was any in- 
formation officially given; to. the ,Changellor 
of die Exchequer, on the part of the. Bank, 
after your , munications made to the Qem- 
mitiee of ‘Treasury ? 4.,1 domet,,regg 

that any were. Q. Did you consider. tha 
information. given to'the Commistee of Trea- 
sury, as 4 matter of business: brovght before 
them on which it" became, them, to act, jor 
only as areportiof a. conversatian, that-thad 
taken place? 4. Merely in the latter £ 
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Jhad heard at the Bank that. morning, that. 


the ‘Treasurer ef the Navy now kept hjs cash 
at Messrs. Coutts and Company’s instead of 
the Bank, where J understood it should - be 
lodged ty act of parliament ; and that I had 
also’ heard that ‘navy bills wére now paid by 
drafts upon Messrs. Coutts and Company, 
instead of drafts upon the Bank. Q. Are 
you certain that those are the terms in which 
you made. the communication? 4. I am 
not sure of the terms, it was eight years 
ago; but lam sure of the purport. Q. 
Had you any authority from the Bank to 
mention the conversation alluded to, to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer ? 4. None, 
I did it witha view to the puBLic good. 
Q. You mentioned it as an individual only ? 
A. 1 cannot say guite as an individual ; I 
was Governor of the Bank at the time I 
learned it at the Bank, and mentioned it to 
Mr. Pitt, being Governor of the Bank ; I 
should not. have known it had I not been in 
that situation, nor had any opportunity of 
making the communication. Q. Did you 
mention the circumstance to Mr. Pitt, as 
Governor of the Bank? 4. Ihad no com- 
mission trom the Bank to mention it to Mr. 
Pitt, but I did it in conversation after the 
business was over. —— QQ. By the word 
* business,” do you mean such communi- 
cation to the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
upon the business of the Bank, which, as 
Governor of the Bank, you was authorized to 
make to hm? 4. Ido. Q. All the bu- 
éiness which you were to communicate to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, as Gover- 
nor of the Bank, was concluded previous to 
any such communication as that to which 
you have alluded? 4. It was. Q. Might 
not the circumstance you mentioned to Mr. 
Pitt have come equally to the knowledge of 
any holder of a navy bill, or to any person 
whom Mr. Giles’ informed as he did you ? 
4. Any holder of a navy bill, who received 
for payment a draft upon ‘Coutts, must cer- 
tainly know who paid them, but perhaps he 
might be ignorant from whence the funds 
came; but ‘any person to whom Mr. Giles 
eommunieated the information Ye did to me, 
was equally master of it as I was. Q. 
When you made this communication to Mr, 
Pitt, did you not conceive-you was discharg- 

¢ your daty,'as Governor of the*Bank, al- 
i not acting officially 7 4.1 had xo 
5% } from the Bank, but I thought it 
‘té'the public Mr. Pitt should know it. 
¢ the Deputy, Governor of the 
it tit’ this conversation with Mr. 
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POLITICAL REGISTER.—Examination of Mr. Wilson. (87 


«for, < always avoided going. alone to ‘the 


Chancellor of, the Exchequer, when,.1. was 
Governor of the’ Bank; lest. by failure.of me. 
mory I might ever omit. any part.of the bu 
siness I had to do.——-@, Who was Deputy 
Governor at that time? . 4,,Mr. Samuel 
Thornton. Q. When Mr, Giles.informed 
you of the ¢ircumstance of the Treasurer of 
the Navy keeping his.-eash, at, .a. private 
banker's, did he throw out.any hints that 
such money was applied for the profitof any 
person? A. No. Q. Did.any. such idea 
suggest itself to you, or did you at the time 
ever hear it, or know. any, thing,.of the 
matter? d. I cannot say but. J had some 
suspicion of it, but nebody ever told me; nor 
did any thing of the kind ever come. to. my 
knowledge. Q. Do you recollect stating 
any suspicion of that sort to. Mr. Pitt, or 
throwing out any hint tending that way? 
A. As I knew nothing of that kind, I had 
no right to throw out suspicions,——Q. 
When did you first entertain such suspi- 
cions? 4, When Mr. Giles first. mentioned 
it to me. 














Examination of Tuomas Witrsow (late ¢@ 
Clerk under Lord Melville, and. now under 
Mr, Canning), taken on the 11th. of 
May ; as far as relates. to the Lean to 
Boyd and Co. 

Q. What means had each Board of 
judging of the balance in the Treasurer's 


-hands at the Bank, at their disposal, at any 


particular moment? 4. By the accounts 
rendered every fortnight, they are fully in- 
formed of the amount of the receipts and 
payments, from which they can judge oi 
the balance in the Treasurez’s hands belong- 
ing to their department——Q. By whom 
is such fortnightly statement laid. before 
them? 4, The accounts are made. out in 
the navy and victualling branches, and 
transmitted to the Boards, with the sig- 
nature of the paymaster. Q. Has the 
Treasurer of the Navy any. control in the 
making out of such account? 4, None 
whatever. ——- Q. Cannot. the: respective 
boards at. once ascertain the precise balance 
subject to their further assignment, by cont 
paring their own assignments, already made 
with the issues notified to have beem made 
by the Exchequer for the is ao od 
particular, department, a copy. 
tification you stated to be regularly teavs- 
mitted to them at the time of. such issue? 
A. I ynqnestionably believe they .can—— 
Q. May not. i AE 8 Ce pills, 

by, Seti. te. § tualling office, from 
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873] JUNE 8, 1805.—Examination of Mr. Buretiy and’ Mr; Marsh. 


Treasurer of the’ Navy for paying the same, 
in consequence of the victualling board not 


having estimated the payment of the same in | 


any! previous memorial to the treasury, of 
such’ board not having had notice that “such 
bills were likely to be presented ? 4. It is 
not likely that any victualling bill could be 
pres sentéd to the Tebisurer of the Navy for 
paynrent, unless duly assigned for that pur- 
pose bythe - board. Q. Might it not 
have been. presented to the bo ard, and their 
assignment refused, until 4 credit upon their 
mentorial to the tréasury was establis shed at 
the batik for paying the same? 4. I ger- 
tainly --believe that ‘such circumstances m:z ay 
have-oceurred in the vic tualling office, 
Q. Do you recolleet any instance of pay- 
ment ‘delayed, or tefused, upon any vic- 
tualling bill actually assigned by the com- 
missioners ? A/T donot recollact of such 
acircumstance ever having happened. 
Q. Can you take upon you to say that no 
delay -or embarrassment, or inconvenience 
of any kind, did arise in any depattment 
of the Navy Pay Office in.conse queace of 
the irregular advance of 40,0001. in the year 
1796? 4° ¥ «do not’ recollect’ that any 
complaint ‘or’ inconvenience’ did arise in.con- 
sequenee thereof.——( Question repeated. ) 
A. I certainly do not recollect of any in- 
convemiénce having “arisen. from» jt—— 
(Question again tepeated.) A. T reaily be- 
lieve Noineonvenience could ar! se from it. 











Examination of Guorse Barcray (a Mer- 
chant) taken. Oth of May. 

Q) Do“you’ know of any instance, be- 
tween August 1796 and January 1798, of 
any Victualling bill which bad been regular] 
accepted, and resented for payment, not 
having been paid when so presented for want 
of efhects3 2 <A. ‘The’ case happened to me 
in an itistaoé of ‘my own ~——Q. State the 
case?) 44) Te was in a bill of 1,000!. drawn 
from! Martinique ‘by Mr. De sporough upon 
tie’ vietuailing ‘office, regularly accepted, 
anid de"the 18th February 1 707, and paid 
without “iiiférest’ onthe fst of March, ele- 
ven days: efter iéwas due: =(). “When it 
became die; was it pai for payment, 
ane if’ apt w swer?, A. I, pre- 

yself tHe day it beoarié dhe at, 
Sgn E-wWas told there were 
vei ar 4a ne spor and thrat-I 
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at the victtal- 





period alluded to? . I cannot speak from 
my. own knowledge ; T haye, not the Teast 
doubt of , the fact. . Did you call ber 
tween the 18th of Februa and the 1st of 
March? 4. I sent ene ob my clerks two 
or. three times, and received. the same an- 
qwrt, till the Ist March. 





Keapination of Joun Marsu (a Commis 
sioner of the Viciualling Board), taken 
17th May. * 

Q. Do yourecollect, in February 1797, 

a victu: ling bill for 1,0001., diawn. from 

Mr. George De: borough, from Martinique 

and payi ible to". Marcar ty andCo, to be pre- 

sented by Mr. Barclay at the victnalling office 
for payment ? { have no other recol+ 
lection of the c nuts nee than what has 

recently come to my knowledge, d. 

State the circumstances, 4. A bill of ex- 

aed for 1,000). drawn by Mr. George 

Desborough, was ordered on. the Gth of 

Febrnary.1797 to be accepted from the time 

it was left, and became due onthe 18th of 

February ; on the Oth Febmary, the vic- 

tualling board wrote for 70,0001., for the 

payment of bills of exchange, in which sum 
the bill im question. was, included ; on the 
25th of February 47,0001. was received in 
part of the sum applied for, and on the 
same day the above bill with many others, 
were assigned for payment, and immediately 
ready for cle livery ; . it was. delivered on the 
first of March following to Mr. Barclay, 
who might have had it, as I am informed, 
in time for payment, on the 25th of Febru- 
ary, had he applied for it. I received this 
information from the accomptant ; I knew 
nothing of the, transaction myself, ——Yq. 

Did the accomptant officially report these 

circumstances for your information as. a 

commissioner of the board? _4,, As a com- 

missioner of the board, at my desire; f 

was not then a member of the board at the, 

time the transa¢tion took place. . Have 
you. ever. knowh ‘cng b delayed, or Te- 
fused, on any vie g bill actually assign- 
ed by the commissioners of the victualling 

board on the Treasurer. of the Navy? 4, 

No} the bills are never, to the best, of tiny 

reco flection, assigned till we know there’ are 

ready in the hands of the ‘Treasufer, 
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Examnunationof Gsoree Sw arrinipy (Cashier 
in the Victualling Office) taken Oth May... 
Q. What are you? «4. Cashier of the 
victuafling’ in the Navy Pay Office: 
Do you know any thing of any bill accepted 
by the commissioners’ of the © victealling 
office, and presented for payment when due, 
not ‘having been paid at the ottice when so 
presented, between August 1790 and Janu- 
ary 1798? A. I do not recollect-any such 
circuimstancé, if the bill was complete.- 
Q: What is the meaning of the bill being 
** complete?” A. That the bill might be 
accepted by the board, but not assigned by 
them for want of money. Q. What is 
the meaning of ‘* not assigned for want of 
** money ?" A. The money not having been 
issued from the Exchequer to the Treasurer 
of the Navy for the payment of it. 
On what head of 2econnt at the Bank would 
the assignment of a bill upon the victua!- 
ling office be made? 4. On the head of 
‘victualling. Q. Is that class: or head of 
payment distinct from the bill end payment 
cftice? =A. It ts so distinct, that I have 
never any cash at the Bank but under that 
head of vretualling. Q: Did it frequently 
happen that bills aecepted were not assigned 
tor want of money? 4. I have known 
many instances of it-———~Q. Did such in- 
stances occur frequently between the month 
of August 1700 and Jammary 1798? 1. 
Most probably they did ; I cannot pretend 
to say, without my books of accounts. 
Q. By.reference to these books of accounts, 
can you discover what number of bills due, 
and presented, were not paid within the 
periods alluded to, becatise they had not been 
assigned for want of money ?. 4. No, | 
cannot myself, but I could learn it from the 
Victualling Board, @. Do. you apprehend 
it can he ascertained by reference to docu- 
ments in thé victualling offiee? 
tainly ——@. Would the assignment of ac- 
cepted bills have heen delayed, if a balance 
under that head ‘of issue appeared in the 
books of thé commissioners of'victualling to 
be at that time in the-hands of the Treasurer 
of the Navy 2? 4. T believe not, that be- 























longs tothe yietualling board 9. Do 


you conceive the delay. of assignments to 
have been océasioned by the-delay of funds 
being isstied frony the Exchequer to the credit 
of the ‘Freastrer: of the Navy \at-the Bank, 


or by “an “ciréumstance in thewnode of cén. ° 
. 
y 


ducting the business in the Vréasurer of the 
Navy's Offiee, ‘after the fwads:had been ‘is- 
sued to hiiti 2 4. ‘The delay is certainly for 
want of 'niotiey bene ‘at the Banko in ‘the 
treasurer's name for that or any purpose. 
~——Q. Who is the head clerk of the pay 
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tamination of Mr, Swaffield. [876 
branch inthe ANavy Pay Office? +4. John 
Swaffield, deputy.to the paynaaster.——Q. 
By whom-are the assiguments made? 4, 
Of these bills that 1 pay, the assignments 
are made by three. or more commissioners 
of victualling. Q. Has the Treasurer of 
the Navy any thing te do with the making 
the assignment?) ., Na. Q. Does not 
the Treasurer of the Navy.order the issue 
of the money when the assignments are 
made? id. Whenever. the commissioners 
of victualling assign bills for payment, they 
send a list of those bills by way ot adyice, 
and that. list is generally sent to me, on 
which I apply for money to pay it——-Q. 
Is such list sent previous to the assignment 
being made? A. I cannot -say positively, 
but my instructions are not to pay those bills 
without first having the list, Q. Is the 
list’ submitted ‘to. any body before it cones 
toyou? A. Very rarely. Q. Is it ever, 
or has it ever been ?-:4. Not that 1 can 
recollect ; those tists are generally .sent to 
me open by one of their messengers, and 
frequently by one of their_clerks.---—-Q. 
Do you ever recollect notice, having been 
sent to the’ victualling office net to make 
assignments of any list, or any bill or bills 
included in any list, or any victualling bill 
or bills ofany description, till further order 
or comimunication? 4. I certainly never 
knew an instance of that kind, and I have 
been three or four and thirty years inmy 
present situation; Ihave been sixty years 
in all. Q. «How are’ the victualling office 
informed of the balance of cash ia the trea- 
surer'’s hands, applicable to. their’ depart- 
ment, so as to enable them to judge whe- 
ther to assign, or not, bills that .may be 
due ?.. 4. As itis received by the Exche- 
quer, it is or ought to be immediately cer- 
tified to that board by the me EY 
Do you know whether such.certificates here, 
in point of fact, always been regularly isi ' 
A. They have not been immediately ma “ 
hecause the money has been issued from “ 
Exchequer in exchequer bills; -whieh bills 
must go to market before the treasurer va 
possession of the money. Has © 

Treasurérof the! Navy any -puthority 9 1 
sue orders toc the vietualling board } :)24- . 
believe not.+-+Q.': Has the Treasurer! shall 
Navy’ ‘any discretion as to..wbat bills sh 

j ori not,-on-hinn? 4: Certamy 
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; . : the 
Q.Has he any other! duties than to Py 
‘bills “assigned:on* Kim, as‘ far asthe Dalance 
standing in the: Bank,omndee the vo 
age Victualling,"-enables.him/ tad} As . 
except accounting for the money every 
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Examination of Davin Rosexrson," fan 
at * Attorney) tahen 3.1th Muy, 

+ QD Wete you ii partiiership with the Jate 
Mr. Spottisweode? Ay bwus-—eQ; How 
many yéars have you|been in business); 4, 
Seventeen ‘years ‘his ‘clerk; and. partner 
about “two ‘years betore ‘he died. Q. Do 
you know any thing of the instrument m 
your hand ?~ Af. DP have some recollection of 
it. Q. Do'you reeojlect instructions be- 
ing given forthe preparation of: that. instru- 
ment? 4) No! ——@. Do you know if 
that instrament was ever referred to coun- 
sel? 4. Not to my knowledge-——Q, Is 
the clause to’ cancel and destroy, usual in 
nstrliments .of that nature ? 4. 1 da not 
know that it is.+—Q. Did you ever see it 
‘inserted in’‘imstraments of that. nature be- 
fore? 4.*Lam not aware that I have. 

. Is this an instrument in the Scotch form? 

A. It has the forms that are. necessary in 
both countries. Q. Does such a clause 
occur m Scotch instruments of release ? 4. 
I] do not think that it does; I do not know 
that the clauses of Scotch.releases are of a 
fixed nature: Q.' Have you been in the 
custom of ‘seeing Scotch instruments of re- 
Jeases?) 4. They’oceur from time to time, 
but not very frequently here. Q. In any 
Scotth instrument of the same kind you have 
seen, did you ever see such aclause ? 4, I 
cannot venture to say whether I have or have 
not-——Q, Did you ever draw a Scotch in- 
strament-of release ? «4. Yes. Q. In 
such draft did yo ever insert such a ciause ? 
A: Not-that f recollect ; in general. releases 
of aceounts betwixt ‘landlord and steward in 
Scotland; “it is the tistial practice for. the 
steward to deliver up the vouchers when the 
releases are signed. Q. Is it usual to de- 
liver up ‘the “account books also? A, 1 be- 
lieve note 


























Examination: of Cusncers: Innis, (an At- 
torner, ce. in Svotland) taken 17th May. 
‘Q. What is your situation in Scotland ? 
A. Writer to the signet. Q. What are 
the “dutiés ‘of ‘that situation ?. 4. 1 aet as 
' solicitor; attorney, and conveyancer.——Q. 
fs it usual) - in settling-aceounts between par- 
ties iit Scotland; nvatually to deliver up or 
| Gestroy the vouchers or documents. upon 
which’ savh ‘settlement takes-place ?). 4. It 
~ iS usual midmaily to deliver up the vouchers, 
but wel to.destroy ——.Q.. Isat usual. in any 
“ veleage that takes:place between -the parties 
~ Upap' seh settiemnent, to refer in the body 
Of the réease;:ito the vouchers so delivered 
~Wp/or déstroyed « 40 The-release generally 
‘bears, thut the-vouchers have been mutually 
dcliverédap; but nothing said about destroy- 











JUNE 8, 1805,.—Examination of Mr, Robertson and Mr. Innis. 
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ing +=. Havd fou sdei W clause of {thes 
nature ot that contained in the release now 
in your fiand? f, «d«have ‘seen! a‘ clause 
bearing that the vouchers: have »been) nnu- 
tually delivered up, but.] never saw one by 
which it.was agreed. matually to. canced..and 
desivoy the vouchers.——-Q. . For what Jegal 
purpose is a reference in. releases introduced 
tothe vouchers having been mutually. de- 
liveredup? od. TD believe it. is snore owing 
to the anxiety of panties. than necessary in 
itselt.—-Q. Is it to make.the release supersede 
in. point of legal eftect all preceding: instru- 
ments ? | A. I should think so,——-Q, Sup 
posing a release. to be executed between par- 
ties at the time remote trom.each. other, is 
it unusual, according to. the practice of 
Scotland, to covenant that that shall be done 
by the parties, namely, that all veuchers 
should be delivered up or destroyed which 
is referred to in releases as actually done by 
parties settling accounts on the spot together? 
A, Inthe case put, there is generally an ob- 
ligation inserted in the release or discharge, 
obliging the parties afterwards mutually to 
deliver up the vouchers, Q. Under the 
term vouchers, do you mean to comprehend 
account books kept by the parties? 4, J 
do not.———@Q. Did you ever know an in- 
stance where, upon the settlement of ae- 
counts between parties, account books have 
been delivered up or destroyed by agreement 
specified >? A. I never did——Q. Did you 
ever know an instance where an agent for 
several parties having kept the accounts of 
all those parties in one general book, upon 
the settlement of his account with .one -of 
his principals, had either delivered up. such 
general account book te that one principal, 
or by agreement with that one principal, 
had destroyed it? A. 1 never; did,——Q. 
You say you have seen a clause iuserted in a 
release or relgases,. drawn according to the 





. Scotch form, in which it is agreed to deliver 


up vouchers on both sides; in. the course.of 
your business do you usually draw them. with 
such clauses? A,.1 generally do.——Q. 
Would not a release be to all intents and per: 
poses. as. binding upon the parties withgv’ 


such clause, and would not:such release 


continue to be. binding, supposing the ex- 
istence of . all the vouchers for the, accounts 
to which such release referred 2. ,.4,, [think 
it would,-—-Q. Is the release, in, your,hand 
in the Scotch 2. Ae Je appears, to, ne 
to be partly inthe ‘English. pe 
Scotch form.——Q,- You have, stated that 
you wished to add to your evidence, given 
before this committee,.to the. words,“ I 
*<, never-did,” the following words > ‘‘ On 
‘* recollection, | have known some instance 
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“« of a factor or steward delivering up his 
** account boeks to his employer;"’ do you 
mean thereby to state that you have known 
account books-kept by, an agent, with»se- 
veral. employers, to have been delivered up 
to any one of his-employers, on the settle- 
ment of bis account. with such employer? 
4, Ide net.. : 


Examination of Loro Harrowsy, (late 
Treasurer.of the Navy and one of the 
King’s MosT HONGURABLE Privy Council) 
daken onthe 11th of May. 

@. When did your jordship became 
Treasurer of the Navy? 4, In June 
July, 1800, Q. On coming into odice, 
or at any timesnfter, did you, discover that 





ney had taken place in that office, and were 
then practised? A, As tus office was Te- 
gulated by a variety of acts of parliament 
which had bees brought in by my imnaediate 
predecessor, and, as I had been myself a 
member of the conunittee of the House of 
Commons, appointed in - 1797 to make in- 
quiries respecting various public ofhces, which 
committee had not aiscovered or reparted any 
tregularity, in the conduct of that particutar 
office, 1 had wo reason whatever to suphose 
that any irregularities existed ; at a -subse- 
qnent perivd, but at what period I am at 
present ynafle io regoliect, the particular 
practice to which I imagine the question al- 
judes was brought to. my notice -——Q. In 
what manner was your notice called to that 
practice ?.. A. I really cannot ai this distance 
of time sate with any accuracy. Q. Will 
you be sq good as to, state the practice? 4. 
The. practice, a3 J understood it, was this : 
instead of drawiag money out of the Bank 
dor each individual payment, or drawing it 
into the hands of the cashiers to be placed in 
the iron chest, or to he sent to the clerks of 
the put-ports, to. be paid afterwards to such’ 
persons as had ¢@emands for naval servite, 
suins of napney were drawn by the payngaster 
from. the Bank. to the horse of Miéssrs. 
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lireguiacities in the payrocnt of public mo- | 








. they were likely.to be wented,, and were dis- 


_ tribated: from-ihe hongé of Messrs. Coutts 
~ bythe orders of Mr. Trotjer, either to the 
_ afferent cashiers, or.ie.the different ipdivi- 
_ duals to. hom meopey ,was.duer=Q. Did 
“ad. ¥OR RAderstand the practice to haye prevailed 
v4 concemming it; 1.weas informed that 

hice had.-began in 179653 a8 I-had 
thatthe .aet of 1985. shad. not peen 






_of the suigequent.year, I imagined. thet tho 
“practige above-mentioned was an fact eocra) 


fullyieto execution till the beginning | 


Jifizst expressed some | 


| poses of private emolument ? 


~ Coutis, day by day,..or more frequently, as. 


fram:that house for any purpese obeid) 
except ‘the naval services for which they 
_ were originally drawn. ———-@. Bid-you eve: 
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with the act: itself,andI did not. know-til! 
I was iaformed by the Navel Commissioners, 
that anyperiod had existed, however short, 
between the execution of that act and the 
commencement of the practice+-—Q. Had 
the practice continued, without interreption, 
from the period of January 1786 to the pe- 
riod of -your: diseoveryof it? 4. I know 
nothing to the. contrary.——-Q. Did the 
practice appear 10 you icregular, and eon- 
trary to law? A. As the practice of draw- 
ing money fromthe Bank ineo the hands of 
the ditterent cashiers, far the purpose of 





subsequent cistribywuion chad’ been stated by 
t e Comnnssioners at Enqutt ¥ in 1782 to te 
shutely necessary, which opractice.-was 

os hardly justinable according ‘to the 


rirjet letter of the act that was passed par- 
suant.to their suggestions, and which prac- 
lice, nevertheless, it was impossible to sup- 
pose that act.was intended to prohibit, it did 
not dmediately appear to me that the prac- 
tice of drawing money out of the Bank into 
the hands ogy a private banker; if catried/on 
lona fide for the same purposes of official 
convenience, and fey those only, was neces- 
sarily iegabor un jcttieble 5 I fedé it how- 
ever to he a considarndle objection’ to the 
practice, that it was in fact a substitution by 
the authority of the: Treasurerof. the Navy, 
for however short.2 time, of the security of 
a private bankimg-house; however respect- 
able, in the room of the sécuvity of the 
Bank, or of the ‘clerks of his own’ office ; 
and I was sensible thatitbiv practice, in com- 
men with that.of placingstims of money in 
the hands of the cashiiérs, or of the clerks 
at the out-ports» or even in the iron‘ chest 
of the office,. was in some degree’ liable to 
abuse, undonbiedly in-a greater degree’ than 
the prattices: last referred to. Did 
you discover that abuse had arisen out of this 
practice? 4. [did not. Q.. Were you 
ever informed, or ‘had you éver reason to 
believe that the ‘public money had, ‘in con- 
s-quence of this practice, been used to’ pur- 
A, I was un- 
Coubtediy-aywarethat the habitual passage 0: 
considerable sums othrbegh. the bands. of a 
private banker, fer however <hort a tume 
each partionlér stim might remain upon bis 
books, must be some advantage to the , ad 
neral concerpsof the house, but I had no 








_Teason whatever'to suspect, nor did I in fact 


suspect ‘that any sums ‘of money, after bems 


drawn hy Mr. ‘Trotter from the-Bank, for 


naval services, and placed «in the liars oc! 


Messrs. @outts, were subsequently drawn 
s-whatsoerer, 
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communicate to the present Chancellor ofthe 
Exchequer the. irregniarity you had -disco- 
vered ?) A, It. is dofficulé tor me, at this 
distance of time, to yecoliect every incidental 
coliversation I may have had with the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer ; the only conversa- 
tion which 1 ‘recollect. having hadowith bim 
on that subject; while 1 was in office, was, 
I bekeve, ashort time beforeor after my 
visit tothe Bank, which was subsequent to 
Mr. Puts leaving office, anit the object. of 
which is stated in my evidence before.the 
Cormunissioners of Naval Inguiry; the steps 
I did take will!appear in that evidence, to 
wirch [beg leave to refer. Q. Do you 
recollect the terms, or the substance of the 
couversation that passed between you and 
Mr: Pitt? 4. I only recollect very gene- 





rally, that I mentioned to him the nature of 


the practice, with the reasons which led me 
io believe it to be wrregidar, and that I stated 
my intention of changing it ; andas fas as] 
can remember, Mr. Pitt appeared to agree 
with me in opinion, that it was desirable it 
should be changed. I had a subsequent 
conversation with Mr, Pitt, when we were 
beth out of office, in the antumn 1802; the 
only thing which I recollect, is that the name 
of Mr. Coutts Trettereceurred in that con- 
versation, and that I mentioned to Vir. Pitt 
that I thought it not improbabie uat ether 
the circumstance of the naval money passig 
in part through the hands of the house of 
Coutts, to which 1 found that he beionged, 
might have led to his mtrodaction into that 
house, or that the cirenmstance of his Deing 
a .partueriin it might hive led tothe seiec- 
tion,of that house far that purpose; £ meant 
this) with a reference to advaninge derived 
to the general concerns of a barking-<louse 
necessarily arising from the nature of their 
business, however cautiausly conducted, and 
notfrom Having amy reason to believe that 
the nayalmoney: was used for the benent of 
Mr, Alexander Trotter ; I had the tess rea- 
son to’suspeetit, as bis salary had been in- 
creased, 1 think, in May» 800, from 50ol. 
year to SO)! oh-account of its madequacy 
to the iniportence of his othce, 
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'To haveipudiishe-che foregeing evidence, 
withdub#n skin zany obvservairomat ail~on it, 
mighty! wie some tem uperscirs, have sih- 
jecded dhettoca change of Huvitve, uponasub- 
ject .of the inreatest; inportence, discovered 
-an indifference! im the pute cause 5: yet, so 
‘fall ts: my eonviction,. then, in, ‘the. opmnons 
‘Of dil imteliigent and: Honest oxen, thesevi- 
‘\dence alone is quite suilicient:to the forming 
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of (a just decision’ asito the condict of the 
parties accused, that I certainly shoul not 
have encumbered the inquiry with ahy com- 
ment of mine, had it not been so loudly-and 
so. provokingly called for by the writers in 
the ministerial newspapers. These gentle- 
men, in their desperate zeal to defend Lord 
Melvil'e and Mr, Pitt, seem to have entirely 
forgotten what is due to the public as well 
as to their adversaries: ‘They: were,” appa- 
rently atdeast, became somewhat more rea- 
sonable previously to the publication’ of the 
report of the Select Committee’; but row, 
hike an American lawyer reanimatéd by a 
refreshing fee, they have broken forth With 


more indecency, fary, and virulence than - 


ever: by seven deviis, each of them worse 
than the former, they seem to be, possessed ; 
and it is, we may fear, but too evident, that 
their last end will be ‘worse than the first. 
‘Lo take serious notice of the effusions of 
such writers does, at first sight, appear to be 
umiecessary; but, when ‘we consider, that 
they utter the sentiments of the close friends 
of the parties upon whose conduct we are 
sitting ia judgment; when we consider that 
they are the protessed defenders of those 
partics; and, when to these considerations 
is adced the interesting reflection, that their 
writings are, at once cause and effect, 
leading to and proceeding’ from corruption, 
drawing present reward from the defence 
of past crimes, and, by encouraging a con- 
tinuance of such crimés, providing the means 
of reward for the jueirey when -we consider 
them in this light, they command our atten- 
tion, and weareno mére justified in con- 
temptuously turning our back en them, than 
a yodse would be justified inturning from 
loathsome mialefactor. 
‘There is one observation which applies: ge- 
nerally to the conduct of all thesé writers, 
and that is, that the moment-the report of 
the Select Committee appeared, they began 
to shéut victory, Some of them went so far 
as to assert, that Lord Melville-and even Mr. 
‘Trotter were now “ proeved'to be’ ctirely 
‘+ innocent ;"” hints were thrown out, that 
the former might soon be expécted to be 
re-instated in office; and, as to Mr. Pitt, it 
was said in somany words, that * the House 
« of Commons would do an act of ‘injustice 
“* if, they refused to vote him their thanks 
‘© for his conduct.” Such, «unpardonably 
insulting as it is to the tuderstanding and 
integrity of the nation and’ more especially 
of the House of Commons almost exactly 
such wat, ‘asthe public willteceliect, their 
Jangnage relative to the ‘eondact of Lord 





dMelvilleand-Mr! Protter, when’ the Tenth 


4 


Report first made its appearance. It is vot 
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nusing e it is 'v ‘uséful, to beatin | their places “proceedings at. 
id, nati tion” 4h | ae se- have tulch (place egiaat ord, ravens 
“Success Sait oe aceedings | shorty to: reptesetit the mein concern of all, 
ing Lord Mel At re th epee the Iéading: ‘mei in mr abo and, indeed 


Me ate were “ pertectly innocent ;* 
there bad, indeed, been sone 
ea i is 7 yet as it was- forthe 
public g Lor MeWite was to’ blame 
only A heed he “had not ‘the precaution to 
obtain a“ bill of indenmity,” which, there- 


‘fore, they stiggested the propriety of his ob- 


taining now. Finding, however, that ‘the 
facts of the Tenth Report made, upon the 
blic-mind, an impréssion not ‘to be weak: 
ened by assertions like these, they began to 
confess that Lord’ Melville had connived at a 
breach of the law in behalf of Mr. Trotter ; 
but, they insisted, that his Lordship had been 
deceived by Mr. ‘Trotter, and that he himself 
had never thotight of putting’a farthing of the 
profits in his pocket, upon ‘whieh last point 
they endenvoured to make the whdle ques- 
tion revolve. ‘When, therefore, his letter to 
the Commissioners was brought forward by 
Mr. Pitt, they congratulated their ‘readers, 
actually congratulated them, on the“ ¢com- 
“« plete justification of the noble Lord,” and 
in the disappointment of the opposition, who, 
they said, were now foiled in their views of 
‘ depriving Mr. Pitt of so able and upright 
“4 coadjutor,” The ‘vote of censure lower- 
ed ‘their tote till the motion of ‘Mr. Whit- 


bread for, an address to the King to remove | 


Lord Melville from “the privy. council was 
rejected by the House’; but'that rejection, 
de step, was the signa} for their 
rg, Ne ag it cry of persecution; ™ enough 
mts - the: people and parlia- 

ment, * ssionate view of the 

< einite iter, airy Teturning towards modera- 
ae ton” eh ‘exultation’ at the result of 
the discussions, be tween the vote of censure 
andthe Oth of May, will be well remember- 
* wire ihey f found, that, notwith- 
satis th se ptoms of “a return to 
di aig r: Pitt himself had -ad- 
Sages mission of Lord Melville from 
ri thy council for fear the House of Com- 
hould cart such advice to the 'throrie, 


Me that it high timeto 
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_*© the serious shock owi 


of the whole parliament, .to be. a.scramble, 
for'office, or,’as the phrase is, for the, ssa 
and fishes: ‘This representation, so. exac 
what the Jacobins; with: Paine, at) their, head. 
have been constantly holding up tothe peo- 
le; and which the:people, should justice, be 
nally eluded, will, perhaps, -be but, too 
likely ‘to: take for a reality, -is now _ pressed 
forward upon us w ith greater zeal than ever, 
** Whatever,” says the Oracle of the 6th.in- 
stant, “ be the fate of Lord Melville, the 
“« eanduct and:character of Mr, Pitt remain 
** as pure and unsullied as ever.” [Anopinion 
to which thousands and hundreds of thou, 
sands will wow readily subscribe. ‘It is this 
‘* important facet whith checks the ambition 
“¢ of Messrs. Fox and) Grey ; it.is this im- 


| ‘* fortant ifact which maddens. their ig 
** pointment, and: hei 


tens their fury ; 

‘© is. the \tmbortant fact that, Mr. Pitt vl 
< not rétire from office-to make room fie 

** desperate’ faction, which - disturbs 

“* minds, and redaces them to; the ie 
*< mity of distress and despair... No. wana, 
** therefore; that the. Opposition: should. be 
** unbounded: in s of -indignation ; 
‘no wonder, therefore, that.in.the height 
«« of: their rage they should move,an. jm- 
** peachment isiered Lord ,. Melville, , and 
menace Mr. Pitt with the-odium.of their 
«« tremendous resolutions... .As.for, Mr. Pit, 
** no defence is necessary on his part. for 
*© had heacted differently-on, the-accasion of 
‘¢ the-40,0001. :loan to Messrs,Boyd and 


“© Benfield, he would ‘indeed jhave-acted cri- 


‘* minally, ! He deserves the, thanks« of, the 
“©. country for thus saving pple credit from 
which it . was 
‘« threatened. Messrs; Fox,and Grey, would, 
‘* perhaps, readily acknowledge this. truth ; 
‘¢ but they'cannat pate Mis Pitt S. ag 8 
‘« ing them longer from offices. 
*« fates had deprived. Mr, Pitt of, the power- 
#1 chong aha of Lord pont ime 7 
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have been rendered 
2 ea C 


raeabivinte without. any deviation 
‘ ‘fronj” re ru 
‘after’ 


sso}, ou “JUNE 82803. Olsernations’on the foregoing, Evidences, » ~~ 


“« +eniains firm dnd unshaken. The inquiry 
« has redounded to his honour, and -his;fame 
“ is'tnerensing daily.” What! increasing? 
And increasing daily, too.? The:fame of Mr. 
Pitt trerease This, if true, isa sertous truth 
for ‘that gentleman, especially when: he ad- 
verts té the souree-whenee it proceeds: Ht 
must indeed be highiy gratifying to Mr. Pitt 
to fitrd' that his @haracter’s remaming ‘* pure 
“* and wunsullied’ is, and by his defenders tao, 
regarded as-an “Sim portant fact.” 
men fly off trom their subject, when. they 
are cuntinially’ rambling imto extraneous 
matter, and are calling in the aid of premi- 
ses and conclusions unconnected with the 
question before them, you may be certain, 
not only that their cause is bad, but that they 
themselves are fully convinced of the faet. 
When, therefore, in an attempt to defend 
the conduct of Lord Melville and Mr. Pitt in 
misapplying, or comniving at the misappli- 





cation of;-the public money, you find yourself 


Jed intoa censure of the opposition of Nr. Fox to 
the last or-the present. war with France ; 
wien you are asked what would be the 
r asures; which that gentleman, if minis- 

would pursue with regard to the enemy ; 
when you'see the topic of cealition jntro- 
duced, where you would naturally look for 
arguments ‘to invalidate a charge of peeula- 
tion; when this is the case, you may be sure 
that the ‘defepce. is a despersie cause, and 
that the writer appeals to your passions 
and your prejudices merely because he 
dares not appeal to your reasen and your 


justi: It is’ possible, though not very 
ikely, ‘that greater injury and greater. dis- 
Hénour might have arisen from peace with 


republi¢an’ France than from wars such as 


‘Mr. Pitt's; and, as it is not quite impos- 


sible’ t6 “find a man’ to believe, that, Mr. 


‘Fox, if ‘minister, would conduct the present 


war in Stich a'manner'as to render us more 
icable in the eyes of the enemy than we 
‘Mr.Pitty so there is 
lity’ of finding some one to 
Mr; Pitt may coalesce with whom- 


think, that 
les ‘of political rectitude ; that, 
ing’ Mr. Dundas -and Mr. Eden, 
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that.all this. is perfectly justifiable in Mr. 
Pitt, .while,, if aimed against his power, he 
has aright to-consider the co-operation. of 
any, two persons jin the world, who have 
ever, disagreed.in. their lives, as anact of 
ineeusistency proceeding from a total want 
of :principle ; but, if even such a mortal as 
this were tobe fonds it would, I think, 
be impossible to persuade him, that Min 
Fox's, opposition tothe late war, that his 
present opinions as to the continuation or the 
manner, of conducting hostilities, or, that 
his haying formed a coalition. with, gentle- 
men to whom he was formerly opposed, 


has any thing to do with the charges against 


Lord Melville and Mr. Pitt. Such a mah 
may think that all these are crounds of obje¢- 
tion to Mr. Fox; but still he must ask himself, 
what have they to do here ?. What, in the 
name of common sense, have they to do 
with a defence against charges respecting the 
disposition of the public. muney by Lord 
Melville and Mr,.Pitt? . The truth, is, that, 
at every step, these advocates perceive the 
badness of their cause ; and the language 
of their hearts is simply this: ‘ we must 
‘ divert. the attention of. the people ; .we 
‘ must revive the most PUSHY pecliitiogs 
of those who have been long accustomed 
to support our clients against the mien who 
are now. their immediate accusers; we 
must, at whatever risk to the reputation 
of parliament.and to the safety of ‘the 
constitution, persuade the people. that this 
is a party. question ; and thus shall we 
confuse and. bewilder, their minds, blunt 
the edge of their. indignation, and prevent 
the execution, of that justice which is de- 
‘ manded by. the inerits of the case.” ‘That 
they will succeed, and that ‘indeed they 
have already, succeeded, to a certain degree, 
is evident.enough ;, byt, the effect of their 
success will, I am persuaded, be only,tém- 
porary, As, to its. main object, , the pfe- 
serving of the power of Mr. Pitt, it must 
completely fail ;,for,.to suppose that ‘that 
power could be. of any long duration, after- 
perusing the evidence, upon which we're 
now about.to.comment, would be-to impute 
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lication or employment of 
the naval money ; but that, in conséquence 
of the restriction proposed ty Mr. Pitt, and 
finally carried, no inquiry could be made, 
except incidentally, respecting any ,of the 
facts tending to discover the nature of the 
transactions-between Lord Melville and - Mr. 
Trotter. Nevertheless, such facts have 
come out as prove beyond all contradiction, 
that Lord Melville did participate in the pro- 
fits ; for, it appears from the evidence of 
Mr. Trotter, }. that there was a sum of 


10,000}. of the public money, which Lord | 


Melville held, wifhout interest, for the 

whole sixteen ‘years that Mr. ‘Trotter was 

aster under him; “2. that there was a 

sum of 20,0001. one half of which was 

public money, advanced to Lord Melville by 

Mr. Trotter, and upon which no interest 

was paid; 3. that there was an account .cur- 

rent advance to him of from 10 to 20,000]. 

upon which’ no interest was paid. On this 

latter account a very small balance was, now- 

and-then, infavour of Lord Melville, but, it ap- 

pears, that no interest was ever paid on eifher 

side, ‘There is no proof that the principal 

was ever paid back by Lord Melville, or by 

any person for’ him, out of his own property. 

Mr. Trotter says, it was paid back, but he 

gives no account’ of thaylime when tt was 

paid; he remembers nothing of the sources 

whence it came, though he wes Lord Mel- 

ville’s private agent as well as public deputy ; 

and he ‘affords not the slightest trace as to 

the person or persons by whont the re-pay- 

ments, or any of them; were made; and, 

therefore, the contlusion is, that they came 
out of the profits of those speculations in 
the funds, which, in the hands: of such a 
firm, could scarcely fail to prove uneom- 

monly productive. This would have been 
‘easily ascertained, if the prudent parties had 
“not taken care to des their account books, 
aud all. other written evidences relating to 

the transactions’ between them. This cir- 
. eumstance has been called .‘* suspicious”. 















It is not suspicious: it ‘is proof of guilt : 
‘proof much stronger thait tliat which many 
a man has been Convicted upon in a court of 
justice. “Lord Melville, in his letter, writ- 

: m of Naval Inquiry 
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Whitbread’s motion had been ‘carried, the | 
Committee, by whom fhe above evidence 
was taken, would have been enabled to in- 


quire into the whole of the mattets connect; 
ed with the app 
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, Tsss 
“* often in the practice, since 1 retired ts 
“Scotland, of employing some time in 
“* assorting my papers, and destroying those 
“« that were useless, I amsatisfied that there 
** does not éxist any one material; by which 
‘* I could make up ‘such am accounteds: you 
“€ specify.””. Now,’ front this ‘letter, who 
would not have imagined, that the destroy. 
ing of these papers’ was rather’ a thing of 
accident than otherwise ? Who would: have 
imagined, that they had» been destroyed in 
consequence of a deed; mutually made and 
ratified between him and Mr. Trotter,. for 
the purpose of insuring -the destruction of 
*< all vouchers or other. memorandums and 
“* writings, that at any time heretofore may 

have existed, passed, or been interchanged 
** between them relative to. the saidirac- 
counts, and the different items and artiz 


‘© cles of which the said account aré ¢om. | 


“© posed or consist ?” ~ Who « would’ have 
imagined that the destroying, ‘which his 
lordship spoke of in his: letter above quoted 
was of this general and sweeping nature? 
If, as Mr. Trotter wished to make: it be be< 
lieved, there had been no criminal intention 
in the deed-of release, or of destruction; (as 
it ought to be called, ‘how came:Liord Melt 
ville to disguise the fact» fiom the: Naval 
Commissioners ?. How came he net: to tel 
them, .at onee, that ali'the papers and<act 
counts had Beea destroyed by ment? 
It was so natural for him’ to have ‘said this, 
if he had hot been conscious of} sorhe guilty 
intention.. Mark the time, too; when. “this 
solemn agreement was mdd¢.. > It wos-not 
immediately after Lord Melville left the 
treasurership of the navy ;' yet, 'that-is' the 
time, if ever, that a man might be ‘expect- 
ed to think of such a’step.  It-was gotewhen 
Mr. Trotter and. he finally -closedalbacpounts 
between theni; for Mr: Trotter continued 
to be his private agent long’ afterwards, and 
does'so continue to this hour; perhaps. it 
was not,’ as Mt. Trotter pretendsjrat’ the 
time when ‘Lord Melville was retiting’ to’ 
live in Scotland ; for he left- Londen im ‘the’ 
spring of 1802, and the deed): tha déstfuctive 
deed,’ was ‘not executed till-the!amenth ‘oF 


' February, 16803. “It was et fone: of these’ 





epochs; but, it vas just after Lord ite,” 
St) otk ae in-Se en thas re 
ceived intelligence, -that idm -act had ‘Been’ 
passed constituting aboard of comm . 
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all been honourable and honest, they would 
haver:been ‘hanting.-up, arid’ caréfuily \pre- 
serving; every scrap of paper appertaining 
to-any' matters’ at’ all corinécted” with: their 
lately “cceupied ‘offices. 
struction! was; °it appears, 'exécuted' by Lord 
Melville; am Scotland, ‘on the» 18th of Fe- 
bruary,: 1803 ;'and by Mr. ‘Trotter, in Lon- 
don;)-on the:23d of the same month. ~Why 
takenall this«trouble in sending the ‘deed 
backward and forward so many miles? Why 
such:haste?> After sufferitig the. “ aseless™ 
vouchers to exist for two years anda half, 
why such sudden haste ‘to destroy them ; 
especially as Lord Melville cathe up to Lon- 
don in person in about’a° month after ex- 
ecuting the deed, that is'to say, in March, 
1303; as we all recollect, to carry on the 
memorable ‘negotiation: for place ;° which 
was, in fact, a negotiation ‘for turning out 
Lord. St. Vincent, which negotiation, too, 
it 43 Now noi ‘uninteresting to remember, 
did, according to the ‘account of both the 
Pittsyand othe: Addingtons, ‘originate with 
Lord): Melvittes!)» At. oly: touching this 
points! whatiraysof ight break ‘in upon us, 
in \every direction bh: AlPthe*iaystesions o¢- 
currences: of March». art? April; 1803; are 
at orice :cléared =p. “We. now’ sce the cause 
of -LierdsMelville’s ‘sudden return from Scot- 
lands: hisejourneys to Walmer Castle and 
to Sir Charlies Middleton ;: while rumours 
were afloatsof his beingabout fo supplant 
Lord Sti Vincent at the Admiralty, and of 
Lord St. Vincent's refitsing to go out, thotigh 
strongly! urged! thereto ty Mr. Addington. 
—~—That ‘Lord Melville participated’ with 
Mr. Trotter in the advantage® derived ‘from 
the: illegal! use: of the’ navy money is “now 
pasta doubt, notwithstanding all the decla- 
rationsiof himself and “Mr. Pitt tothe con- 
trary: » The ‘artent™ only retnains to be 
proved; and: to ‘render titis proof difficult 
or impossible; the: parties have destroyed 
books,meémorandums, voucliers, and doca- 


‘Ments-of every kind. I defy charity itself 


plausible: reason for this complete 
the ‘consciousness of 


to suggest a 
destruction, 


“except 
| guilt-.and, the'fear of discoyery;' the fear 


that one: of the parties Had that the other 
might impeach ‘him. ‘When people set- 
tle\'an. accouat current; and “grant - mu- 
taal releases,' it is <comrhon' to deliver ‘up 
the touchérs, .and'to: destroy theft as ate- 
less. ‘built, to-destroythe account dtse/f the. 
beoks in’ whish*it ‘stood, and’ every tact 
of the.transietions of the parties, neve 
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letter, his famous letter to the Boand of Com- 
missioners, his letter, so, exultingly brought 
before'the House of ‘Comindns by Mr. Pitt, 
in that letter he’ positively states, ‘that, pre- 
vious ‘to Trotter's paymastership,. he never 
derived any progt from these of ‘the naval 
money ; and yet it now uppears, that, tefare 
Trotter’s time, he had taken 10,0001. of the 
public money and ‘kept it without. interest. 
He may now, perhaps, think “it. fortunate, 
that, when he offered to swear, the commis- 
sioners ‘did not take him: at ‘his word, 
That Lord Melville has repaid the principal 
of ‘the navy money, which he applied to his 
ise, has not ‘been proved: “Mr, *l'rotter no 
where says ‘that he has. And,° if be had, 
there would then have been no reason for the 
destruction of “books and papers. - He knew 
that Trotter’ was making great gains by the 
public moijey ; and, though the Right Ho- 
nourable and Noble person imight not-have 
appropriatéd to himself any precise propor- 
tion of those gaits, he took considerable 
sums of money from Trotter, wheneyer tie 
had deeasion for them. © If the’ money was 
returned, why not tell us hen and how. 
Though the’ pupers and bodks are destrayed, 
there can be “no difficulty in stating: from 
what sources the money was derived which 
enabled Lord Melville to refund. And I ask 
any honest man, whetlier he thinks*it pos- 
sible, that Trotter should have foryoften all 
about the repayments, if those repayments 
had ever been made, -Beitig asked, as to the 
10,000 1. of thé public money, which’ Lord 
Melville kept in his hands froni the time that 
Trotter became paymasté? ; being asked, as 
to this sum, ‘Can your recollect cny thing 
** about the repayrmentof thie specific sum of 
*€10,000}. which, ht your commenting pay 
“* master,” Lord Melville acknowledged to 
« vou, that he owed to the ptiblic ?” He 
answers: " I Go vot.” The result, there: 
fore, is, that there is the stronyest presump- 
tive proof, that Lord Melville pocketed both 
principal and interest of all ‘the sums at dif+ 
ferent times advanced to. hint, “b Trotter, 
out 6f the public money. |; This i#An opinion 
that evety unbiased man must forra-from a 
perusal of the foregoing evidenee, taken inte 
view with .the Tenth Report” oF the Naval 
Coitmissioners 5, this is the impression 5d 

‘the 1 Ned is iim 
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so hard pressed for money, that they were 
unable to make good an instalment upon a 
loan to government, unless somebody would 
lend them 40,0001. Upon the discovery of 
which Mr. Dundas generously offered to ac- 
commodate them with 40,0001. of the pub- 
lic money, in which offer Mr. Pitt concur- 
red. Boyd and Bentield accepted the offer, 
received the money, kept it for nearly a year, 
and then returned it; without, however, the 
payment of any interest. Thete is a long 
story, as the reader will see, of the Right Ho- 
nourable Charles Long, about going to Lord 
Melville and meeting Mr. Boyd afterwards 
at the Treasury and taking. securities or 
pawns from him and sending the said pawns 
to Lord Melville and having some conver- 
sation with Mr. Pitt touching the premises. 
There is, too, no very short story of Mr. 
Pitt himself about the mischiefs that would 
have arisen to the pudiic from the failure of 
Boyd and Benfield ; but, there is nothing 
said, and nothing can be said, to do away 
the fact, or to change itsnature. From the 
evidence of Mr. Drummond, who was a 
partner of Boyd and Benfield, it appears 
that, with the pawns said to have been 
lodged with Lord Melville, the 40,0001. 
could have been raised elsewhere; and, in- 
deed, to talk of “ great public mischief” to 
be apprehended from the want of 40,0001. 
is something too contemptible to deserve 
serious notice. ‘With the jews, the money 
dealers, that vile race of men, who, to save 
what they call putlic credit, but which, in 
fact, is neither more nor less than a system 
by which they live at their ease upon the 
labour of the poor and upon the estates of 
the nobility, the gentry, and the clergy; 
with this race of men, amongst whom but 
too many of the merchants may be includ- 
ed, any act, no matter how grossly illegal, 
how corrupt, will be excused, and 
, if it be committed under 
the pretext of preserving public credit, in 
comparison with which the honour of their 


wives and is something tootrifling 
tomention. But, with men of other minds, 
and, inspite of the baleful influence of the 


jews and their like, Jet us hope, that a ma- 
jority of our cou are men of other 
minds, the Joan to Boyd and Benfield will ” 
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1706 (for here also, there are no Looks or 
memorandums), and the sum was 40,000 |. 
The story they tell is this: that, at the time 
‘ above-mentioned, Boyd and Benfield were 
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by prevented ; that excuse vanishes into air, 
when we perceive, from his own acknow- 
ledgment, that the loan was not of his own 
proposing, but that it originated with Lord 
Melville. But; if we were to allow, that 
Boyd and Benfield could have obtained the 
money no where else upon their pawns ; if we 
were to allow that the Treasurer of the Na- 
vy kept the only pawn shop in London; 
and, if we were further to allow, that a 
failure occasioned by a want of 40,0001. would 
have produced a ‘‘ great public mischief;” if 
we were to allow all this, and almost as 
much more as even the Right Honourable 
Charles Long could ask us to allow, where 


shall we look fora satistactory reason 


for the secret manner, in. which the. busi- 
ness was managed? It might, to use the 
words of that useful person Mr. George 
Gienny, relative to the wud bills, be ne- 
cessary, for reasons too obvious to mention, 
‘* to disguise the transaction from the eyes 
“* of the public ;” but, Mr. Pitt disguised 
it from the eyes of the cabinet. Why was 
this? Is it possible to suggest an honour- 
able motive forit? Let the reader take a 
moment to consider this question, and,’ if 
he be not a jew, or something, very much 
like one, I know what his decision will be, 
Supposing, however, that the transaction 
was to be regarded as too ‘‘ delicate” to be 
communicated even to the cabinet, and fit 
only for the bosoms of Lord Melville, Mr. 
Pitt, Mr. Long, Mr. Boyd, and the delicate 
Mr. Benfield ; yet, some record of it should 
have been preserved, one would think. 
There was, indeed, no destroying of. vou- 
chers in this case, for,. as it would appear, 
care was taken that none ever should exist ! 
Finally, however, there remained no longer 
any pretext for secrecy upon the; subject. 
The .apprehension of the ‘* great pudlic 
‘* mischief" was gone off; and, as if te 
deprive Mr, Pitt of all excuse, Boyd and 
Benfield, verifying the old proverb that 
what comes over the back under the 


_ belly, wind up their affairs with a statute of 


not make the matter 


bankruptcy. Wh 
y not come to parliament 


known then ? 


and ask a bill of indenanity for an act de- . 


clared to be so nedessary’ to. the salvation of 
the state, but withal so notoriously illegal ? 
What is Mr. Pitt’s answer to this question ? 
Why, that it did <‘ not occur to him as 
ry !"- And, will this answer 

tisfy the. parliament ? 


: 
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intended, that n = 3 
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they. 





sa- 
| it. satisfy the 
‘people ? Will they not peresivey that it 
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any knowledge of the matter ? 
will not the most ingenious man in ex- 
istence find it very difficult >to ascribe 


this intention to any honourable motive? 


——Upon'this point it is ‘that. the decision 
of the patliament will be important indeed ; 
for, it appears to' me, that, if Mr: Pitt’s con 
duct; in this instance, ‘escape censure ; if it 
benét severely réprobated, « licence wil) be, 
by implication, Henceforth granted to every 
minister, and’ every person entrusted with 
thé’ public money, to dispose. of that money 
in‘whatever way he may choose to regard as 
caletilated to prevent ‘ public. mischief.” 
The ‘parliament may, and, probably will, 
cohtmue to pass appropriation laws, but the 
minister will choose in what cases they shall, 
orshall not, be'oleyed. He may think, and, 
doubtless, he will think, that the most effeo- 
tual ‘way to prevent public mischief is to keep 
him’ in his place, in which opinion he will be 
joihed by ali his dependents; and, he must 
be a very dul] mani indeed, if the means of 
prevention do not readily present themselves 
to hismind; "The low sneaking work of bribe- 
ry‘will, indeéd, be completely at an end: it 
will be entirély stipplanted by the handsome 
and gracious act of a loan without dnterest. 
With the power of making such loans to 
mémbers ‘of parliament (as Boyd and Ben- 
field Were) Without consultation even with 
the’ cabinet; without .putting upon recori, 
any Where, any memorandum of the trans- 
action, ‘and ‘with a precedent for impunity 
in“ease of a@ecidental detection, what man, 
who has séhsé énough to count the hobnails 
ut the Exthequér, need hereafter be afraid 
of Jésing*his place as prime minister of Eng- 
laid? "Po talk of the wrgency or peculiarity 
of thé case'is perfect nonsense ;_ for, if this 
precedenit be established, ‘the ‘minister will 
be*constituited the judge, and the sale judge 
of the netessity of fading the public money 


: 


to individuals, and'that, too, without inte- 



















rest: Dnieg I censure, therefore, or 
complete justification, must be pronounced. 
There’ is tio middlé course. It is impossible 
for ti8'80' to’ ekpress' “our opinion_as not to 
pronounce’ @ cleat if dec ensure upon 
Mr: Pitt, ‘without acknowle: ni that every 
prité mit ‘be he who he may, is, i 


spitetof ‘all Jas 


when sacar ae” , 


ief, of 4 
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And | heaven-lorn minister; by a person, whose 


political power arose out of his ten-thousand» 
times repeated - professions, of. purity; who, 
for many years, speke of little else than of 
reforming parliament, of cutting cosruption 
up by the roots, of hunting out and punish- 
ing abuses in_ office, and of ,husbanding the 


| public money to.the last farthing, ; Fam well 


aware that it will be insisted, that, toa per- 
son, so immaculate, may safely be allowed 
privileges, which it would be exttemely un- 
wise to trust in the hands of men of mere 
mortal origin; and that, for one of the Wick- 
ed to atiempt to give ‘‘ accommodations,” 
to make loans of the public money to mem- 
bers of parliament, and especially without 
interest, would be a direct usurpation of the 
rights of the Saints. I am aware, that par- 
ticular instances, of Mr, Pitt's superior purity 
and of his anxious care of the public property 
will be pointed out tome. I. know | shalt 
be referred to those more than mortal strains,. 
with which he began his oratorical career, 
by which he obtained that sublime appella- 
tion that placed him above all his predeces~ 
sors as Well as his contemporaries, aud which 
either raised him above, or sunk the people 


of England beneath, the character of man- 





hood. 1 shall: be bidden to look. back to the 
day when he first opened his lips in parlia- 
ment; when he so earnestly besought his 
hearers to remember, that ‘‘ it wag their 
«* immediate duty, as the Commons House 
“< of Parliament, to guard the lives, the li- 
“* bertics and the. properties of the people ; 
that the last obligation was the strongest ; 
«« that it was more immediately incumbent 
“upon them to guard the properties, be- 
“« cause they were more liable to, inyasion, 
‘« ‘by the secret and, subtle attaeks of in- 
ss hoag; that it was an unaccountable 
“ species of reasoning to talk of the sum 
“ being insignificant in comparison to our 
“ expenses,, and that our expenses were 50 
enormous that it was ridiculous to attend 
“ to little matters of account, as if, because 
« we had spent so many,millions, thousands 
“ were Leneath our consideration.” From 
this dawn of heaven-deseended purity, which 
broke in upon the benighted aisles of. St, 


: 


: Poa on the 26th of February, 1781, I 


hal], doubtless, be led to his second publie 
cration, which was, made.on the 3) st of. the 


s, “| followihg month, and in which, he thus. buret 
forth, they 


ubfic moneys © What is it. 
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“« elevation of the Commons House of 
“ Parliament, is, that they “hold ~ the 
** strings' of the mational purse, - and ave 


«entrusted with the-greatandimpartuat | maypr 


-“e 
, 
“ 

< 


power, first of "granting the money, and 
then of vrtectailt the expenditures 29% 
How humiliating. how nifieraile a picture 
of .parliamentary power. is it now wished 
to beexhibited!:. So then, all the power 
of parliament, with respegt to the allevi- 
atton-of--national-burdens, the redress. of 
yances,y.the reform, of expence, the 
ecaromy, the system, thé elucidation of 
office, is sunk into a disgraceful negative ! 
One positive power. indeed remains ; the 
odinus power, P paring the people, when- 
ever the minister * thinks proper, "The 
o:ligus , power cof mi aking them: pay: for his 
wild schemes and lavish corruption. . 
I earnestly conjure the House to use their 
own eyes, and to consult their own un- 
derstandings ; to return to a sense of their 
duty to the. peop le ta act like honest 
independent mehibers of parliament, and 
no longer implicitly pin, their faith 
upon the slceve..of a minister, whose sole 
object .is to deceive and mislead, just as 
** best saieiae his. purpose.” After this, I 
am aware, [shall hear quoted, the r 
his memorable speech of the 7th of May, 
1782,..when, in calling for a reform of par- 
a OF eietaae »he represented boroughs as‘ sources 
gs } 45 giving rise to. ap inun- 
« dation it arr ioh Th and. corrupt 
“* members, who. had no regard nor .con- 
‘© nection, © for or with the le 
** of this kingdom, ’* Then . though I have 
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already heard.of it, again aud again, I shall 
once more, r.to impress it on. my me- 
manips d caste my belief as to even his 
ons relative his coriduct atter 

te ink ion,.of Mr. 1 ikes,. be reminded 
ration on the 8th of March, 


r my part I cal s¢¢ no reason 


Mea vai even - the. most ve 
a ae g except laziness or pride ; 
«and: these .are gntich x by The ee 


eet stad be oe 
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those who think, that these former profes- 
sions of Mr. Pitt OtZht'tS make them now 
disbelieve the évidence of their own senses, 


mapapechall. think cranes aaltin in} 
excusing, tn his conduct,« that whieh always 


has been jand is to be; "re ete sito. 
niptteeks i ot 
and I chink 


ess myself tobe of that. yuim- 
ber, that, when the og Ob Aempan' is 


found to be directly at varianceawith his so- 

lenanly.peotnialgated. and frequently-repeatg | 
professions, ibe, CirCUNISLANOe > i is calculated 
rather to increase distrnst he te re-establis!: 


confidence ; those, who, w hile. th ¢¥ disbe- 
lieve the’ facts as T do, ‘allow {0 to ent 5 
sake, that'there has no actual | lc 'loss. of 
money ariséh from the a ri 0 Boyd and 
Benfield, that the loan was G38ary 
to prevent a great public yt sf ar ! who 
céutemplate, in’ the transaction, nothing 
but a’gecret accomodation, for white ¢ pur- 
ose, from a minister, to me a, oP 







I~ 
iament,, out of the public nto wt se 


who pereeiye, that if we ive sinc n 
to an act like this, to a lene a a Be 
i: 


notey, by the minister, ywitho 
ae 


ae 


either the parliament or the ¢ 





withoit fany other ground of jus 

the. pags 4 iy areata nd an a 
necesessity, of which, he hits Mo sole 
judge ; ose . gina perceive, . hat, if we 
once sanction, either expressly. or tacitly, 
an act this, there is, in reality, .no 


longer any check upon t every mer- 
chant aa banker, . eee pl er, of 
pater or yot, fay P be. accamamodated in 

is turn, that. the. parliamentary power of 
the purse is, in fact, at an ce that, the 
piinister is, as to, peice 
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